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ABSTRACT - ' • • 

The results ,of standardized norm-referenced '* 
achievement tests via th* state mandated California Assessment t p 
Program (CAP) 'and the Districtwide Testing Program for the 1.979-80 
school year are summarized. 'California Assessment Program tests. were 
administered statewide to all.tiiird, sixth and twelfth -grade 
s.tudents. The nationally standardized Comprehensive Tests of Basic x 
Skills (CTBS)' were administered districtwide to all grjtde 5 students. 
Plans to issue a supplemental report providing" test results of; 
districtwide testing for secondary school^ students (grades 8 and 11) 
are noted in the report. The test <Jata provided by tlje two testing 
programs were intended to measure achievement. in -the * "basic skills." 
They complement each other and provide an assessment of elemeatary 
and secondary schools 9 programs'. and- student achievement, San Difego 
City Schbols students, continue to score 'above, the average California 
pupil in statewide achievement tests as measured by CAP' Districtwide 
testing of grade n 5 pupils using CTBS found average district fifth 
graders generally at or above the national average, individual school 
test results for each test administered' are- listed ' in the appendices. 
Supplement 290 A provides statewide and "districtwide 'test results for 
minority isolated/ schools. (Author/AL) 
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SUMMARY 

• 4 * SAN DIEGO ClTY SCHOOLS* 

STATEWIDE .AND: DISTRICTWIDE TESTING PROGRAM RESULTS 

' N December 1979 to October 1980 

San Diego City Schools students continue to score above the average California 
pupH.ln statewide achievement tests, California Assessment Program ,(CAP). 
D1str1ctw1de testing of Grade 5 pupil s using the nationally standardized 
Comprehensive Tests of Basic Skills - (CTBS) similarly found average district 
fifth graders generally at or above the national average. 

STATEWIDE TESTING \ * % 

v ~~ ■ 

Results of the state testing program, CAP, for the 1979-§0 school year become 
public Information wit I? this report. CAP tests were administered statewide 
to a.11 third, sixth, and twelfth grade students. - 

Grade 3 pupils scored above the achievement of the average (mean) third grade 
pupil in California in Reading, Written 'Language, and Mathematics on the new - 
Survey a of Basic .Skills: Grade 3. A new kind of score, State Department 
calculated scale sdore, perm1t$\a comparison of the'readlng portion, of the new 
test with the previous CAP Reading Test. San Diego third graders for 1979-80 
,sco1^d?^1f1cantly higher than the two preceding third grade classes. . 

At Graeme 6, CAP results indicate that the district's si fght downward trend 1n 
scores has leveled off (Written Expression, Spelling) or has turned upward , 
(Reading, Mathematics). The district's average percent of Items correct 
continues (for the fifth straight year) to exceec} the statewide averages. 
Although district scores on the twel fthjjjrade CAP. test continue'tb be well 
above stiatewfde averages, three areas- snowfed & slight decline over 1978-79 
scores \ ' j + ' > 

DISTRICT^D^ TESTING , 

This report 'also contains the first Installment of achieyement data for 
dlstrictwlde Resting using nationally standardized tests (CTBS) in the basic 
skills areas of Reading, Language, and Mathematics. Grade 5 results are 
presented for April 1980. A supplemental report will be given this spring, 
providing test results for eighth and eleventh grade pupils who are 'testing 
dlstrictwlde at the time of this report. 

^Figures show the average district fifth graders scored at or above the national 
average 1n 10 of the 11 separate subtest areas .which measure reading, language, 
and mathematics achievement. Spelling was the only .subtest in which district 
students scored below average (district median score ^was 48th percentile). * 
.Well over half of the district's students met "or exceeded the publishers 
average scores for the subtests of Total Reading, Total Language, and Total 
Mathematics (61.3, 54.6, arid 58.9* percent s above average, respectively) . 
* . • * ■ ' 

Individual school test results foY* each test; administered for the "California. 
Assessment Program or the Dlstrictwlde Testing Program are provided in the - 

^appendices of this report. * ■ 
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INTRODUCTION 

Jt 1s the intent of this report to provide a brief, but detailed, summary * 
~of standardized norm-referenced achievement tests results. The Information 
contained herein summarizes results of statte-mandated tests vH 'the 
California Assessment Program (Sections 60600 through 60672of the California 
Education Code), and districtwide testing (Procedure 6555)T^Qther norm- 
referenced testing occurs in schools in the San Diego Unified Jpi strict 
as a part of'the evaluation of specially funded projects (e^-g-r,' ESEA Title I), 
and a summary of such results may be found. on other documents,* In addition 
individual school s*jtes may choose to admijji^ter selected tarm-referenced 
tests to assist teachers in Jtheir assessment of , student achievement. This ' . 
report covers only sta^e-mandated and elementary school level districtwide 
testing. Districtwide tests for secondary schools* (Grades 8 and 11) are» 
annually administered in November arrd will be reported in a supplemental 
report in the\ spring of 1981. * 

The test£ administered by the California Assessment 'Program (CAP) and the * ' 
Districtwide Testing Program are intended to measure achievement in the 
"basic skills." Achievement in many other curriculum content areas indicative 
of the quality of education in schools is notjneasured by these^ tests.* 

PURPOSES^AND FUNCTI0NS\0F- TESTING '< 4 

The purpose of the legislation enacting the California Assessment Program 
was stated in the Legislative Intent section of the law; ^ . 

It 1s the .intent of the Legislature in enacting this chapter to 
determine the effectiveness\of school districts and schools in " 
assisting pupils to master the fundamental educational -skills 
toward which instruction is directed. The program ,of statewide 
testing shall provide the public^, the Legislature, and* school 
districts ^evaluative information regarding the various .levels of 
proficiency achieved by different groups of pupils of varyi ng . 
socioeconomic backgrounds, so that the Legislature and individual 
school districts may allocate educational resources in a manner 
to assure the maximum educational opportunity for all pupils** 



Education Code Section 60601 



i Furthermore, the intent of the current state assessment program, mandated 
/ : by AB 665 (1972), is that slate assessment should be directed toward broad 
• program evaluation rather than toward tha assessment of Individual pupil 
performance. The State assessment program, therefore, 1s designed to 
, identify strengths and weaknesses- of various educational programs by ^ 
examining group rather than individual performance. / , 



* Consolidated Application: "Final Evaluation Reports, 1979-80 
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The primary purposes of the Districtwide Testing Program are to: 

1. Provide the Superintendent and' the Board of. Education a 
general assessment of the level of standardized test 
achievement Afi the basic skills. 



2. -Provide principals with an assessment of their schools' 

achievement in the basic ski lis ,-*base?d upon standardized 
% .tests revealing relative strengths and weaknesses for , 
' further study and analysis. 

3. Provide teachers with an assessment of individual pupll'.s * 
achievement in the basic skills areas, based~upon standardized 
tests to aid in the improvement of instruction .through further 
diagnosis and/«r 'counseling with pupils and parents relative 

to classroom achievement, attitudes, work habits, etc. _ <&i 

4. .Provide counselors with achievement test results to use in 
x conjunction with classroom achievement, teacher recommenda- 
tions, etc., for placement in advanced or remedial classes; 
and as additional information in guidance- and counseling with 
pupils relative to programming needs and educatlonar'plannlng. 

5. Provide the Programs Division with appropriate Information 

t and item analyses %o aid in: strengthening relatively Weaker 
areas in the basic skills areas districtwide-; to keep, 'revise, ' 
or develop the curriculum if needed (of .respective areas within- 
the curriculum where indicated); and to aid resource personnel 
.in working with teachers and schools within the district^ 

6. Provide- required, testing information to the State Department 
of Education to aid in the evaluation of specially funded 

N state and federal programs jk , 

7. Provide achievement test#esults to students .and their parents. . 
to permit -and encourage an awareness of students' academic 
progress. • 

The test data provided by these two testing programs complement each other j 
thereby providing, a thorough assessment of elementary and secondary schools 
programs and student achievement with, hopefujly, a minimal erosion of 
instructional time. ^ ~ 
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TESTS. ADMINISTERED AND DATtSv *• . 

During the period December 1979 to December 1980, state end nationally 
standardized tests will be administered to approximately 50,000' San Diego 
students 1n Grades 3, 5, 6v8, 11, and 12. The types of tests and the 
testing periods are as folldws: " 

* .t 
California Assessmeril Program ■ * 1 * 

Survey of Basic Skills: Grade 3 efdnvinlstered in' late April ,and 
; early May 1980, covering content areas of Reading, Written Lan- ' 
guage, and Mathematics. / » 

" Survey of Basic Skills: Grade administered 1n April 1980, 4 
covering content areas of Reading, Written Expression,- SpeLUng, 
' and Mathematics. ' 

Or j i 

Survey of Basic Skills: Grade/12 administered 1n December 1979, 
covering areas of Reading, Written .Expression, Spelling, and 
Mathematics. * | v a 

•• . • \ 7 ' ..- 

D1str1ctw1de testing Program * A . 

Comprehensive Tests of Bdsic Skills, Level 2, Form S, administered 
to Grade 5 students 1n April 1980, covering curricul urn areas of 
Reading,' Language, and Mathematics. 

Comprehensive Tests of, Basic Skills, Lfcvef 3, Form S,. administered 
to Grade 8 students in November 1980, covering curriculum areas 
of Reading, Language, and Mathematics (to be reported vthis spring). 

Comprehensive Tests of Basic Skills, Level 4, IForm S, administered 
to Gt;ade 11 students in November 1980, .covering curriculum areas 
of Reading, 'Language, and Mathematics (to v be reported, this' spring) . 



The California Assessment Program tests at Grades 6 and, 12 were identical 
to the tests 'used the previous four years and were administered at the 
same . grade levels. The third grade, test was administered for the first 
time this spring. Previously, Grade' 3 pupils were tested only in the 
content area of Reading." The tests administered for districtwide test- 
ing were the same' as^those used for the previous four years. The district 
wide tests at the elementary and senior high school levels' .were changed 
to different grade levels last year ( 1979,-80) to reduce the* amount of * 
instructional time consumed by testing. •% ■ 
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SUMMARY OF "TEST RESJ 




CALIFORNIA ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 

Matrix Sampling and Test Content ' . . - 

Tests of the California Assessment Program are designed to assess the' 
general educational program to which- the pupils have been exposed during , 1 
their, elementary and sefcndary .schoo.l years. Neither individual pupil 
nor individual classrooiPresults are reported. The results can be used- 
to compare the performance of a school or district to others throughout > 
the state. Furthermore, the test's can.be used to compare the" performance 
of a school or district to others with'similar pupil and community 
characteristics. i . . 

The CAP tests differ from other tests used in assessment programs. 
Normally, each pupil is given the same test as every other pupil in that 

^§rade. The CAP tests do not test every pupil with identical test items. 

^Instead, each v test employs- a special technique called "fnatr.ix sampling" 
in which each pupil takes only a-small portion of a larger -test. Pupil 
■scores are aggregated at the school and district level so that overall 
performance sc^ofes can Be rep6i?ted fqrschoojs and for districts. Matrix 
sampling is considered by many as an efficient procedure .to "use when the 
purpose otthei testing ^ to -obtain-' informal on, about groups rather than 
Individuals. It allows measurement of~a broader range of objectives in 
a much "shorter period' of time than -is required by traditional testing 
procedures. For instance, last year's 'Grade 6 survey test contained^ 
128 separate j-tems. These items were divided into eight parallel forms, 
each containing 16 items. Each of the forms had the same number of 
easy and difficult' items. The directions- for administration were the 
same for all eight forms so that al 1 forms coutS be administered 
simultaneously in a single" classroom; 

Table T provides a concise overview of the number of items, number of 
forms and general descriptions of the skills tested by the various tests 
in tire California Assessment Program. Circle graphs at the end of 
Appendix A provide further insights into the relative weighing of the 
skills tested. * * 

1 - .. , 

Scores Reported by the California Assessflie.nt Program , . 

,CAP tests were first administered in May 1974, using the matrix system 
of testing. Unlike nationally standardized tests, in matrix testing each 
student is administered only part of the total test: Thus, there are no 
individual student -test results— onTjf results for schools and districts'. 

When the results are cumulated for a 'school or district for, the multiple - 
forms ,<the -number of sterns answered correctly divided by the .total number 
of items administered y4elds a "percent of items correct" score (or "percent 
correct") „ . , , 
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Table 1 



Contents and Format of Tests Administered in the California Assessment Program, 1979-80 * 



Gra^e 



One 



Three 



Six 

\ 



Twelve 



of test and 
content areas 



Entry Level Test 



Survey of Basic 
Sklllsi Grade 3 

lie ad in?* 



Written language 
Mathematics 



Survey of Basic 
Sklllsi Grade ( 

Beading 



f 



rltten expression 



Spelling 
Mathematics 



Survey of "Basic 
Skillsi Grade 12 



ERIC 



Beading ~ 

Written expression 

Spelling. , 
Maiaematics 



Number of 
items 



' 35 



1,020 



270 



3^0 



360 



480 

128 
128 

64 

160 



558 

144 

144 

72 
198 



Matrix 
sampling 



Yes 



Number of 
fores 



30 



Yes- 



Yes 



16 



18 



Nunber of itees 
per fore 



35 



34 



13 



12 



30 



8 \ 

i 

4 

10 v 



31 . 
8 

8 * 

4 

11 



Skills tested 



Immediate recall, letter recognition, auditory 
discrimination, visual discrimination, language development 



" r - ' - • 

Word identification Cphonics and structural anafysish 
vocabulary! comprehension (literal and inferential)} 
study-locatlonal 

Word forms/ standard English usage j language choices* 
sentence recognition! peragraj^mi capitalization! 
punctuation^ spelling » "* 

Counting and place Value! operations! nature of numbers- 
and properties! geometry! measurement! patterns and 'graphs 



y 

Word identification! vocabulary! comprehension (literal, 
interpretive-criticalf* study-locafcional , 

Sentence recognition, sentence manipulation, capitalization, 
punctuation, word forms, language choices, standard usage 

/ • 

Recognition of a misspelled' word in a set of words 

Arithmetic (number concepts, whole numbers, fractions, 
decimals)! geometry! measurement and graphs! probability 
and statistics 



Vocabulary! comprehension (literal, interpretive-critical), 
study- locational ♦ . • 

Sentence recognition, sentence manipulation', capitalisation 
and punctuation, paragraphs, word forms, language choices 

Recognition of -a misspelled word in the context of a sentence 

Arithmetic (number concepts, whole numbers, fractions, 
decimals); algebra, geometry, measurement, probability ; 
and statistics % , 



* The reader M encourged to review the circle graphics In Appendix A Yor a more detailed breakout- 
of the skills tested. " ■ ' 
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For several years the chief vehicle for reporting the CAP results has been 
the percent correct, score. The percent correct score has bee'n useful in 
that it allowed school personnetvto assess their results by, "comparing their 
scores with those of previous years. Unfortunately, percent correct scores ' ^%^> 
^ do not lend themselves very well to other kinds of comparisons sucnas^ 

comparing a school's performance in reading to that-^n math. Such compari- 
sons are not possible because some skills are inherently more difficult"' 
than others. Statewide pupil performance in some skills will range in the 
50-60 percent correct bracket While pupils will score much higher' in other 
skills. . 

«. 

Also, when a testes changed, as in third-grade Reading, one cannot directly 
compare the percent correct scores. Since the new test is more difficult, 
.nearly all schools will have a lower score. for 1979-80, simply because 
it is a different, harder test—not because the students can't read as well. 

To el iminate' problems of noncomparability among skill areas, among content 
areas, and between different tests, CAP has introduced a scaled score 
porting system this year for Grade 3 data. No absolute minimum or 
maximum scaled score exists, but almost all schools will have a score 
-» * between 100 and' 400. This score, in contrast to percent correct, has 
several purported advantages, most notably the following: 

y 

• One can compare performance across the years (in. spite of different- 
tests). ** 

• One can- compare performance across content areas, 

tvyOne can compare performance across skill areas. 

One useful feature of the new scaled score is that it allows comparison of 
reading scores on the. 1979-80 Survey of Basic Skills: Grade 3 with the 
Reading ' Teet which was formerly administered.* The scale is designed to 
be useful for many years to. come, regardless of the number of tesfchanges 
that might be made over a long period of time; Finally, the scale is not 
subject to change based on the performance of the state as a whole, that 
is, it. i§ not re-normed or adjusted in any way. A school can monitor its 
progressc'lndependent of the amount of progress made by other schools. 
• ^„ 

In addition to the percent correct score for a school or district (or a 
scale score for Grade 3), a percentile rank score can be obtained. This 
score 1s arrived at by ranking school and district percent correct scores 
(scale scores) from high to low in separate distributions. 



This linkage is possible because pupils in a sample of schools took 
both tests for the equating study conducted in spring of 1980. 



Statewide anc£ Distrtetwidfe Testing Results 

by District and by School \ 

December 1979 ta October 1980 

Number of Students Tested ^ v 

Table 2 contains data of the number^eT%tudents who were administered tests 
from the California Assessment Program* Non-English-speaking students and* 
certain Special Education pupils were exempted from testing- . 

TABLE 2 

.Sfn Diego Studejjts Tested by the California Assessment Program 

Grades 3, 6, and 12' 
• ' 1979 - 80 



Grade " 
Level 


•Number of 

Pupils 
• Enrolled 


Number 
Tested 


Percent 
Tested 


Number " 
* Exempted 


Number 
Absent 


3 ■ 


. 8,422 


7,769 


9,2.2% v 


527 


126 


6 . 

* 


8,135 


7,480 


. 91.9$ 


' 478 


,177- 


12 


7.434 . 


6,297 


84?7% 


• 335 


802 



CAP Tests Results 



Survey of Basic Skills: Grade 3 « 

The California State Department .of Education has w developed a scaled score 
system for reporting the results- of th^ California Assessment Program 
tests. It is introduced this.^year at the third grade level since it was 
developed in conjunction with the new Survey of Basic Skills: Gfade 3. 

« ** * 

'The achievertient for the average (mean) third grade pupil in California 
has been set to a scaled scgre of 250 for 1979-80. Bearing sofoe similarity 
to the more familiar Consumed Price Index, the score of 250, although 
arbitrary, become^ a useful point of reference for monitoring change from _ 
earlfer years or charjges to be noted in future years. 

. i 

Since? the scdres for the content areas of Reading, Language; and Mathematics 
are tfll on Jthe s§me scale, it is possible' to compare* the performance of a. 
school in*readfng«to its performance in math without making any translation 
, into'i normative scores, such as percentile ranks. 

Table 3 and Figure 1 illustrate the district pupils' scores on .the Grade 3 
CAP tgst. ^ Scale scores, statistically derived by the State Department of 
Education/ are also given for district 1977-78 and 1978-79 Reading results 
to provide .an- historical perspective. Reading is the only content area 
assessed prior to 1979-80" at Grade 3 by CAP. 

■j ■ ■ 
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In Figure 1, the horizontal -dashed line provides a useful reference score 
(250). By definitioh, a scale score o'f 250 represents the achievement for 
the average (mean) third gra^p pupil in California for 1979-80. All three 
content areas—Reading, Written Language and Mathematics—have scale scores 
which exceed 250 for 1979-8(3 (258,. 255', and'257, respectively). Further- 
more, it can be observed in' Figure 1 that reading achievement for Grade 3 
pupils js Significantly higher than either of ttje previoi^ two years. 

for- the reader wishing to review individual school data for .CAP Grade 3 
st results, Appendix B contains the corresponding scale s<(ore values 
played in Table 3 and -school background factors for each 0 school / 



TABLE 3 

California Assessment Program 
District Scale Scores 
Survey of Basic Skills? Grade 3 - May 1980 



Content Area 


■ 


1 Reading 




Written 
Language ' 


Mathematics 


School Year 


1 977,-78 


1978-79 


1979-80 


1979-80 


1979-80 


Scale Score 


,247 * < 


245 


258 


255 


' 257 





-r 




A 








2,65-- 


S 




c 


260-- 


A 




L 


255- 


E 


250- 


C \ 




245- 


01 




R 


240- 


E 




S 


235- 



m 



p9^ 





Reading / ^ 

Figure J", . 
Bar Graph of Grade 3 Scale Scores 
V f 

■ 8 ' 15 
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Survey of Basic Skills: Grade 6 

" • : 5 : w - 

Table 4 provides state and district statistics for Grade 6 CAP test results. 
The data represent the percent of items correct for each content area from 
1975-76 (first year the test was administered) to 1979-80. .The differences 
. between state and district scores are provided in the right-hand column. A 
positive-difference (+) v indicates the district's mean percent of items correct 
exceeded the corresponding state value, while a negative difference (-) would 
indicate the opposite. A graphic illustration of the five-year data sets 
is provided by Figure 2. The sojid-broken lines, represent district values, 
and the dashed-broken lines illustrate the state valuesv 

A few noteworthy ""observations 'regarding Grade .6 CAP results provided in" 
Table A I Figure 2, or Appendix A are: 

• Across the five-year interval for each of the content areas of Reading, 
Written Expression, Spelling, and Mathematics-, the district pupils 
have, on the average, scored higher than the, statewide average. 

• * •* 

• The state ."percent of .items correct" averages have steadily increased, 
since 1975-76. 'Although the district's averages have fluctuated slightly 
from one class of pupils to another, each "line o'f best fit" of the • 
San Diego data approximates the state's corresponding rate of increase 
for Reading, Written Expression, and Mathematics. For Spelling, the 
state's. rate of increase (see the slope of the dashed-broken line from 
left to right.) is slightly greater than the district's" rate, of increase. 

.• The downward slopes of the. district scores for 1976-77 to 1978-79 for 
. Reading, Written Expression, and Mathematics have stopped and either 
leveled-off (.Written Expression) or exhibited an upward turn (Reading, 
Mathematics). . 

i • Data contained in Appendix A (on the. Profile of School District Perr 
& formance, Page 23) indica^e^hat the district's mean scores for Grade 6 
are within the State's Comp^rf^L Score Bands for all four content- 
areas. According to the SJtatefl^partment of Education, the Comparison* 
Score Band enables the reader to compared district's* score with other 
districts whiohr^ported a: similar set of background characteristics '. 
Other comparisons of San Diego student achievement with other urban 
districts (districts most similar in background factors, Page 24, "and 
the "Big Eight," Page 25) may also be found in Appendix A. 

In summary of Grade 6 CAP results, the district's downward trend in scores » 
has leveled off (Spelling, Written 'Expression) or has .turned' upward 
(Reading, Mathematics). The district's average percents of items correct 
continues (for the fifth straight ye?r) to exceed the statewide averages. ■ 

In Appendix C,*test results are'provided for each content area for each 
school having Grade 6 pupils. 



. • • . TABLE - 4 

1 * *" ' 'CALIFORNIA ASSESSMENT PROGRAM . 
MEAN PERCENT' QF ITEMS CORRECT 
TOR STATE AND DISTRICT, 1975-76 THROUGH 1979-80- 

°G R<A D E . 6 BASIC SKILLS ' 



UJNIENI 


( 

SCHOOL 


PERCENT OF ITEMS CORRECT 


DIFFERENCE BETWEEN 
STATE AND DISTRICT 


AREA ' 


YEAR- 


STATE 


DISTRICT 


PERCENT OF ITEMS CORRECT 

. 4 


* 




66.1 . 


66^7 


+ .6 percent 


READING 


1976-77 

< 

,1977-78 


65.9 

00.3 


68.4. 
68.3 


+ 9 5 

+ 9 n 




1978-79 . 


c c o 

66.8 


67.9 


+ i.i 


1 


1979-80 


67.5 


68.3 


+ .8 • 

- 




1975-76 


'62.5 . 


^63T1 1 


+^ v . 6 


WRITTEN 


1976-77 


63.6 


66.7 . 


+ 3.1 . 


EXPRESSION 


1977-78 

X J / / / o 


64.1 - 


65.9 


+ 1 Q 
T l.O 


\ 

/ 


1978-79 

* 


6*. 6 


65.8 


'. + 1.2 • - 




1979-80 " 


65.4 


66.0 


+ ' 6 




1975-76 . 


63:6 


.64.5 • > 


+ .9 


SPELLING 

J 

4 


1976-77 
' 1977-78 

X -J II 1 U 

1978-79 


63.6 
64.1 
64.5 


65.4 
65 6 
65.1 


-tip 
+ 1 R 

+ .6 


V 


1979-80 

9 


64.9 


65.2 


+ .3. 

1_ 1 


wrapics 


1975- 76 . 
* v 

1976- 77 

1977- 78 


'57.4 
'57.7 

V 

58.5 


58.. 5 

* 

61.8 
' 61.1 


S+ 1.1 . 

,^+4.11 

^.2.6 . ;. 




1978-79 


, 59.0 


60.6 


+ 1.6 • • ' 


\ ' 


1979^80 


59.8 


'61.5 


+ 1.7 
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FIGURE 2 



Graphic Display of California Assessment Program Test Results 

Survey of Basic Skills: Grade 6 1975-76 through 1979 -80 
Percent of Items Correct for District, vs State ; 
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Survey of basic Skills: Grade 12 - 

The achievement data fpr Grade 12 students, for each of the four content 
areas are contained .in Table 5 and are illustrated, in Figure 3. The 
«* format of each is similar to the corresponding data displays for Gradfe 6 
' CAP results. ' . ' m ' 

, Noteworthy observations follow: 

t The district's average scores for all four content areas coi 
* be well above the corresponding statewide averages. 




t In the content areas of Written Expression, spelling, and Mathem4tics, 
the district's averages were slightly lower than last gear's (1978-79V 
The Reading scores for the two years were the same (65.2). V 

t The "lines of best, fit' 4 for statear\d district scores (if drawri) 
would run virtually parallel te- each other. The Reading content area 
scores are, trending slightly downward (state and district) , -whereas 
the other three content areas are relatively stable across^the five 
years of testing. ^ 

t Data in Apperrdix A, Page 23 indicate that Grade 12 CAP scores-for 
the district are within the Comparison Score Bands for Reading, 
Written Expression, and Spelling. The content'area of Mathematics 
has an average score which exceeds its band. (This means that the 
Sah Diego Unified School District scored in thd ugper j&j percent of 
districts statewide having similar reported bacfcgrbtma fafctors:) 




Again, for individuals seeking school-level information, the data, arV^irovided 
as an appendix. Appendix D contains Grade 12 CAP results for December 1976 
through December 1979 for each of the district's senior- high schools. 

In summary of the district's achievement tin basic skills, San Diego City 
Schools' students continue td score^ove the average California pupil 
in statewide achievement tests-, as measured by the California Assessment 
Program. , 

Grade 3 pupils scored above/the achievement of "the average -(mean) third •* 
grade pupil in California in Reading, Written Language, and Matiiemtfics- 
on the new 'Survey of Basic Skills:' Grade 3. A new kind of score, State 

Department .calcul ated -scale-score.,- permi ts a c omparison 4xf-the-reading 

portion-of the new test with, the previous CAP Reading Test. San Diego ■ 
0 third graders for 1979-80* scored significantly higher than the two 
preceding third-grade classes. 4 , : 

At Grade 6, CAP results indicate that the district's slight downward trend' 
in scores has leveled off (Written Expression, Spelling) or has reversed 
(Reading, Mathematics). The district's average percent of items 
correct^continues (for the fifth straight year) to exceed the "statewide 
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TABLE 5 f 
" CALIFORNIA ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 



MEAN PERCENT OF ITEMS CORRECT 



FOR STATE' AND DISTRICT, 1975-76? THROUGH 1979-80 

GRADE 12 BASIC SKILLS 



0 



cqnte$ 


SCHOOL 


PERCENT OF ITEMS CORRECT; 


DIFFERENCE BETWEEN 
•STATE AND DISTRICT- 


AREA 


YEAR " 


STATE 


DISTRICT 

T 


PERCENT OF ITEMS CORRECT 


• 


1975-76 - 


04. 1 


00 • o 


+2.2 percent 




1976-77 


00. 0 


00.0 


, ( " ' +.2.9 




READING .. 


1977-78 


63/3 


• 64.9 


-- • + 1.(5 . 






1978-79 


-63.2 , 


65.2 


• +«.o 




1979-80 " 


63. U 


• 65.2 


. * + 2ti 






1975-76 


62.3 


63.9 | 


' + 1.6 




WRITTEN, 


1976-77 


> 

• 61.9 


64 . 1 ' 


+ 2.2 




EXPRESSION 


1977-78. . ■ 


62.1 


/ 

62.7 


.0 - k 




J ■ 


1978-79- 


' 62.4 


64.2 ~~ " 


o + 1.8 • 






1979-80 


Ot • *f 


00 . o 


; ' + 1.2 




• 


1975-76 


68.0 


» 69.0 

• 


x + 1.0* vv 




CDC1 1 TNG 

> 


1976- 77 " 

1977- 78 


67.9 
68f4 


o9.y — - 
" 68.8 


+ 2.0 
• fy . 4 * 


* 




1978-79 


• 68.4 


•70.0 . 

i 


. . 






1979-80 


68.8, 


69.7 * 


+ U '.9 . 






1975-76 


' 67.0 


69.8* 


+ 2.8 






1976-77 , 


66.3 


69 .-6 -: "i 


- + 3.3 ' 

* 




IWHEMTICS 


1977-78 g 


• 66 ; 3 


' 68.5 

*'- — 


'+ 2.2 k . 




\ 


1978-79- 




69.9 '•" 


+ 3.4- . 




t 


1$79^80, 


66.8 


69.8 • 


\ + 3.0 . 
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averages. Although district scores on the twelfth grade CAP test continue 
to be well above statewide average's, three areas showed a slight decline 
over 1978-79 /Scores. Since .district Grade 12 scores .were so high last 
year, this slight fluctuat4t>n does not seem to be v uiuisual . 

All ,dist*ict average- scores on/the CAP* tests (Grades 3, 6, and 12) fall 
within or above their respective. Comparison Score Bands as' calculated by 
the California State Department of Education." The' Comparison. Score Bands 
are calculated from school /community background factors (.listed oh the 
Profile of School District Perjformance in Appendix A). 

Individual school test results for each test administered for the California 
Assessment Program are provided in the appendices of this report '(Appendices. 
B, C, and D for Grades 3, 6, and- 12,' respectively) . * * 

Table 6 provides an additional, perspective of the district's student 
achievement relative to the statewide distribution of pupil scores. The 
percent of San Diego, student? who scored~abbve the state median pupil 
for each content area for each grade level is displayed in Table 6. It 
can be noted that InWach instance, more than half of the district's pupils 
are scoring above the average pupil statewide,. t 
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TABLE 6 

♦ Percent of San Diego Students 
\ Scoring ^ove the Median Pupil on 
Statewide Distributions of Pupil Scores 

California Assessment Program Results 1979-80 



Content 
. Area \ 


r* — : : i 

• Grade 3 


Grade 6 


. Grade 12 


Reading 


zf 

' 54% 


. 51% • 


— 4 

.'53% 


, Written 
Language/Expression 


/ 53% 


51% ..- 


\ 

53%^ ' 


: Spelling 
V 

s 


m 

/ ' 


51% 


53% 


Mathematics 
a 


53% 


54% ' 


57% 

1 
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' DISTRICTWIDE TESTING PROGRAM ''.'"( ' -ry 

Standardized Tests Administered and Grades Tested 

For the sixth consecutive year, the nationally standardized Compreliensive 
Tests of. Basic Skills (CTBS) are being administered -districtwide in elementary, 
junior, and senior high schools. 

Level 2, form S of the CTBS was administered to*al1 elementary schools in 1 
Grade 5 (spring) as opposed to Grade 6 (fall) for -the first time in April 1980. 
Since. a- large portion of the district's elementary schools were 
being tested regularly with CTBS, 2S in" the spring. of Grade 5 as specially 
funded project schools, it was determined that a considerable amount of 
instructional time could be sa.ved by moving the normal Grade 6 fall testing 
forward three instructional months. Also, the 'validity of the fall test 
results was becoming more tenuobs,> due to the additional testing practice 
which many students were getting in the spring. The 1980 data obtained for 
this report represent the first year of Grade 5 (spring)" data. Last year's - 
annual test report (Report -280) had elementary school test results which 
statistically combined Grade 6 (fall) and Grade 5 (spring) results. Estab- 
lished statistical techniques were utilized to pool the data from the two 
time frames. 

Level 3, Form S of the CTBS will be administered districtwide for^the sixth 
consecutive year at the eighth grade. At the senior high level, CTBS, 4S 
will be administered at Grade 11 for the second time in recent years. Due 
to the heavy demand of other kinds of, testing at Grade 10 (e.g., competency 
testing, careen planning) , the Evaluation Task Force recommended in' 1979 
to change senior high level testing, from fall of Grade 10 to fall of Grade 11. 
This transition occurred during the 1979-80 school year. 

I 

At each of the grade levels in' which the Comprehensive Tests- of Basic Skills . 
were, administered, all students participating .in^the regular ^program were 
administered subtests in Reading (Vocabulary and Comprehension), Language 
(Spelling, Language Mechanics, and Language Expression), and Mathematics • 
(Computation, Concepts, and Applications). Data for each of these subtests" 
will be presented for districtwide results and for\each school (Appendix E 
of this report contains Grade 5 data: : Gifade 8 and 11 results will be 
reported this spring,) ' 

Number of Pupils Tested • . • 

The^ntjmber of pupils enrolled, the number tested, and the number of pupils 
exempted (non-English-speaking or not participating in the regular -school 
program) ai«e provided in Table 7. The percentage of students tested is 
also provided. ' 
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TABLE 7* 

Students Tested During DistrictwIcFe Testing 
Grades 5, 8, and 11 / 

V 

Spri ng* 1980 and. JFall 1980 ; ^ 



Grade 
level 


^ Number of 

Pupil s 
" Enrolled 


Number 
Tested 


Percent 
Tested 


Number Exempted 
. or 
Absent 


' 5 


8,460 


: 7,893* 


93.3 


* 567 \ ' 


8 


" 7,794 - / 


* 


★ 




11 


' 8,556^ 


★ 


* * 

-J : 


. * 



* Grades 8 apd U students are being tested at the time of this report 
(early November 1980). The appropriate data for Table 7 and the test 
r£Stfirs"">44J be reported invthe spring of 1981.* 



Types of Scores Provided in theyest Results Figures 

For the Comprehensive Tests of Basic Skills -data rep&fted in thi£ section, 
three points of comparison of San\ Diego achievement with pupil achievement 
nationally are displayed. 1 

The grid structure for Figure 4 represents achievement by the national 
standardisation group. Percentile rank scores are shown j& .the top arid 
bottom of this figure. The percentile rank "50" represent ^the riprm group's 
average achievement. The raw scoVe achieved by the average, or the middle- 
-pupil when scores tfre ranked from high to low, 1s assigned a percentile- 
Tank of "50." One-half of the pupils in~the standardization group achieved 
raw scores above this point, and one-half achieved raw scores below this- 
point. ' • ' 

In addition to the 50th percentile, or mediafT score, two other key'percentil 
are indicated by the vertical -dashed 1 lines— the 25ih and 75th percentiles. 
The 25th percentile is the score below which 25 percent of the norm group's 
pupils scored^whlle the 75th percentile 1s the point below which 75 percent 
of the pupils scored. '•.'/* 
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On Figure 4, superimposed on"'the national grid, a>e horizontal bars 
(with numerical values at each end and in the middle) which represent v 
San Diego City Schools' achievement. relative to national achievement. 
The numerical value to the right end of each bar represents the Qq point 
(or 75th percentile) of the San Diego distribution of scores . Similarly, 
the Qj f25th percentile) and median (50th percentile) values for the 
San Diego distribution are displayed on the left and middle, respectively, 
of each bar. , J ' 

If San Diego achievement were the same .as that nationally, the right end 
of the bar would be on the right dashed line (75th percentile) of the 
grid, the middle value, in the bar 'Would coincide with the grid's 50th 
percentile dashed line, and the left of the bar would be on the 25th 
percentile national dashed line. Higher San Diego achievement would place 
the bar to the right of the respective lines of the grid; lower San Diego 
achievement would place the tJar to the left of the respective lines of 
the. grid. 

Dlstrictwide Tests Results-, 1979-80— Grade 5 

» » 

i 

As mentioned earlier, spring 1980 was the first time all Grade 5 
pupils were tested dlstrictwide. During the previous school year, a 
transition from Grade 6 (faH) testing had occurred. Hence, data for 
1978-79 represented a combination of Grade 6 (fall) and Grade 5 (spring) 
test results. For the foreseeable future, the dlstrictwide norm- referenced 
testing for elementary schools will be Grade 5 (spring). 

Figure 4 contains a graphic summary of' Grade 5 CTBS results for spring 
1980. A description/ of the format of Figure 4 is provided above. 

A few noteworthy observations regarding the Grade 5 data provided in 
Figure 4 are: • ' 

• The median values for ten of the' eleven subtests exceeded the' 
publisher's 50th percentile, and aril but one subtest had Qi values «, 
which exceeded the 25th percentiTe (Spelling,' 24). 

■ < 

• The subtests with the highest median score were Vocabulary, Language 
Expression, Math Computation, and Math Concepts— all having a 
median percentile of 59 % ,(This means that the student in the 
middle of the district's' distribution for each of the above mentioned 
subtests scored higher than 59 percent of the student 1n the publisher's 
norm group.) 



• The quartile. scores for the Language Expression' and Math Computation 

lans = 
Ively). 



subtests were the most impassive (Qj's » 36th percentile, Medians = 
59th percentllei and Q 3 's = 79th and. 80th percentiles, respects 
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GRAPHIC DISPLAY OF KEY PERCENTILE RANK VALUES 
DISTRICTWIDE TESTING - GRADE 5 PUPILS- APRIL 1980 
COMPREHENSIVE TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS LEVEL 2 FORM S 
PERCENTILE VALUES Of Q1 f MEDIAN, AND Q3 SCORES 
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• The Spelling subtest scores were slightly lower than the norm 
population for Qj, median, and Q 3 (24, .48, and 73, respectively). 
Only two other district quartile ranks were below the corresponding 
value's for the publisher's norm group (Language Mechanics, = 73 v 
and Total Language*, Q3 = 74) ; , 

• Data in the column to the right of the graphics indicate that over 
half the students scored at or above average (i.e., above the * r 
publisher's 50th percentile value) for all subtests except Spelling 
(48.5%). Note that 61.4 pereent of the students were at or above 
the publisher's 50th percentile for Math Computation, and 61'. 3 
perceniufor Total Reading. . -° 

Median percentile values for each subtest are provided for each elementary 
school in Appendix E. 

Summary of Districtwide Testing (to. Date ) 

Students in Grades 8 and 11 are being tested districtwide at the time of 
this report. (November, 1980). Hence, the summary*&f districtwide testing 
covers only the Grade 5 test results reported above. Data for Grades 8 
and 11 will be included in a supplemental report to be Issued this spring. 

In summary of Grade 5 CTBS test resultssfor spring 1980, the following 
key points are reiterated! <1) the district's median scores met or 
exceeded the. norm, group ' s '50th percentile on ten subtests, and fell 
slightly below average in one area, Spelling (4fth percentile); and, (2.) 
Well over half of. the district's students met or exceeded the JHibl is Iter's 
average scores for Total Reading, Total Language, and Total Mathematics 
(61.3, 54.6, and 58.9' percents above average, respectively) . / 
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APPENDIX A 



CALIFORNIA ASSESSMENT PROGRAM RESULTS' 
SUPPtEMENTAL DATA 

1979-80 TESTING 
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PROFILE OF SCHOOL DISTRICT PERFORMANCE 
1979-80 



County SAN 01 EGO 
District SAN DIEGO CIT* UNIFIED 



California! Assessment Program 




Grade and Content Area Tested 



Qrade 3* Reading . \ . . 

* Written language , 

Mathematics . . , 

Grade-6- -Reading . . \ . 
• Written Expression 
Spelling . 

Mathematics . . . 



Grade 12 Reading . . . . 
Written Expression 
Spelling . . . . 
' * Mathematics . . . 



District Mean Score 



1977-78 


1978-79 


1979-80 


1979-80 


247 


245 


258 
255 
257 


. 243-262 
243-260 
242-261 


66*3 
65 .9 
65«6 
61*1 


67*9 
65.8 
65.1 
60*6 


68*3 
66.0 
65.2 
61*5 


66* 0-69*2 
63.5-67*9 
64*0-66*4 
57*6-62*0 


64*9 
62.7 
66.8 
68.5 


65.2 
64*2 
70.0 
69*9 


65.2 
63*6 
69.7 
69*8 


63*7-65*5 
63*Jt-64.9 
68*6-70*6 
67.3-69.7 



Comparison A 
Scow Band 



Notes: 

1. Grade 3 . In 1979-80 an entirely new test was administered. Be-^ 
cause written language and mathematics were assessed for the first time, 
no scores appear for these content areas for earlier years. Although the 
reading section of the new test is different from previous years, compar- 
isons are possible for the three years using the scaled scores developed 
for grade 3. The scaled scores, which can range between 100 and 400, 
also permit direct comparison of 1979-80 reading scores to those for 
written language and mathematics. 

2.. Grades 6 and 12 . Scores for all years are expressed in percent 
correct units. Because the tests are unchanged from earlier years, 1979- 
80 scores can be compared with those for earlier years in a given con- 
tent area. . * 
\ ^ ' 

3. All g rades . For explanation and interpretation of all scores and . 
background factors, see A Guide to Interpretation . 



f BackgrowMl Factors 
Used to Develop 
Comparison Score Bands 


District Vdue ^ 


1977-78 


1978-79 


197940 


Grade 3 

Entry Level Tester . . . . . 
Socioeconomic Index ... . , . 

Percent AFDC . 

Percent LES/Nl!S Pupils . . . . 


27*11 
2*14 
17*4 
5*9 


27*00 
2.18 
15*9 
6*8 


26*93 
2*17 
16*3 
8*6 


Grade 6 

Percent AFDC . K 

Percent LES/NES Pupils. . . . 


1 






V5T8 


2*16 
14*3 

4*6, 


2*15 
14*7 

.6*6 

* 


Grade 12 
Parent Education Index .... 
Percent AFDC 

i 1: . 




3*22 
8*3' 


3.26 
9*0 

'J 



Additional Background Factors 
(Not Used to Develop 
Comparison Score Bands) 



Average daily attendance ....... 

Percent minority students, total . . . . . 

Percent American (ndian or Alaskan native . 

Percent Asian or Pacific Islander V . . . 

Percent Filipino . . <. 

Percent Black, not^pf Hispanic origin . . . 

^Percent Hispanic"' 

Percent student mobility 

Grade 1 to 3 1 „ , 

.Grade 4 to 6 . ; . x . . . . . < . . 

Grade 7 to 12 . . 

Grade 6 students: Where enrolled in grade 3 

Percent this district . - , . . /. . * . ' , 

Percent other California district . . . 

Percent outside California ...... 

Percent outside United States ...... 



District Value 



109*757 
I ♦! 
0.3 
6.1 
3,7 
18*3 
16*9 

62*0 
49. 0 

39«6 

70*7 
13.1 
II. I 
4*0 



A COMPARISON OF SIX URBAN DISTRICTS IN CALIFORNIA V 
HAVING SIMILAR BACKGROUND FACTORS ON SELECTED AREAS OF THE CALIFORNIA ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 




* Background factors: Grade 3 

® Entry Level Test 
(2) Socioeconomic Index 
© Percent AFDC 
a © Percent LES/NES 

ERJC ' ^ m . 



Grade 6 



Grade 12 



3 A . 



(D Socioeconomic Index 

(2) ^Percent AFDC 

(3) Percent LES/NES 



0 Parent »Educat ion Index 
(2) Percent AFDC 
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A "COMPARISON OF THE 



MEMBERS OF THE 
ON SELECTED 



ASSOCIATION OF CALIFORNIA URBAN SCHOOL DISTRICTS^"BIG EIGHT") 
AREAS OF THE CALIFORNIA ASSESSMENT PROGRAM • ~ 
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THE SUBGROUP REPORT FOR 

VEY OF BASIC SKILLS: GRADE 3 



HAD- N*0T BEEN RECEIVED IN THE DISTRICT AT THE TIME THIS REPORT 
WENT TO PRESS. THESE DATA WILL BE PROVIDED AS AN ADDENDUM. 
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Oa«Mc«tion 
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^ Stttt 
Pupil* Nrctnt Corrtct 


' District 

Puptti Ptfctnt Cornet 


School ^ 
Pupili ' Ptrctnt Corrtct 


, % Rtad Wrrt Sptl Math 


No v % Read Writ Spel M*th 


No % Read Writ Spel Math 

/ 

a 


Total 


> 


' •* 

f 

. . „ . 


» 

Boys 

' Girls 





Each subgroup report contains results for the state, your 
f district, and your school. The values reported for all pupils 
- fcnd for each subgroup of pupils are: the number of pupils 

falling in the category, the percentage of grade six pupils in 

the category, and the percentage of items they answered 

correctly in each of the-four content areas. 

THE STATISTICS SHOWN ON THE REPORT 

Number, of Pupils ^ \ 

The total number of pupils In each subgroup is shewn. The 
sum of the numbers of pupils in each subgroup may not 
equal the total pupils because some pupils may not have 
coded their booklets for this question. 

Percent of Pupils 

The percent shown for each subgroup is the number of 
pupils in that subgroup as a percentage of the total number 
of sixth-grade pupils tested. The sum of thfr percentages 
shown for a factor may not equal 100 percent because of \ 
rounding or non -response, as indicated above. 

Ptrctnt Correct Score 

The test scores of all the pupils in each subgroup were com- 
bined to compute ^n average percent correct score for that 
subgroup. Percent correct scores are not shown for sub- 
groups comprised of fewer than eight pupils. 

\ 

USES AND POSSIBLE ANALYSES 

The data ton this report will almost certainly raise as many 
questions as they answer, which is probably the most 
valuable function of any test or evaluation report. A num- 
ber of possible uses and methods of analyzing the infor- 
mation contained in the report are apparent, Among these 
are; 

• Examination .of the composition of your sixth-grade 
, population, \, - 

• Possible explanation of unexpected performance of sixth 
• graders tested last spring. 

e Establishment, of baseline data for longitudinal com* 
parison of the performance of specific subgroups. 

• Identification of populations of pupils with' special 
needs. * 

Identification of weaknesses in the instructional program 
as it affects different types of pupils. 

e Comparison of trje performance of specific subgroups 
within the district or within a school with the perform- 
ance of all pupils in the district or in the school. 

• Comparison of tht 1 performance of specific subgroups 
I with the performance of those subgroups in the state, in 

the district, or in other schools in the district. 

ERLC ■ ' ' 



e Comparison of the performance of subgroups op CAP 
with their performance on other district (or school) tests, 
e.g., proficiency tests. $ 

e Comparison of performance of specific subgroups this 
year to last year. ^ 



CAUTIONS REGARDING INTERPRETATION OF 
THE DATA v 

Small Number of Pupils in a Subgroup 

When r any subgroup is composed of a small number of 
pupils, great caution should be used in making further 
generalizations from their performance. When a small 
number of pupils is tested, a few very high or low scores 
will greajtly influence the average score, no matter how long 
the test is. The test results, are a valid measure of the per- 
formance of that particular subgroup of individuals who 
took the test; however, it is inappropriate to generalize 
from results of a smell group. 

/ ' v ■- ■ 

Variability Within the Defined Subgroups 

It is important to, remember that some subgroups are 
broadly defined. For example, in the socioeconomic classi- 
fication, one finds a wide variety of occupations within 
'each category and, of course, within an occupational area a 
wide range of specialties exists. An examination of tfoe oc- 
cupations in each categcyy as given in the Examiner's 
Manual for the Survey of- Basic Skills: Grade 6 will clarify 
this point. i 

Subgroup Report Treats Only One Dimension At 
a Time 

Another point to tytpr in mind is that the subgroups are 
formed by looking at one dimension at a time. For exam* 
pie, pupils in the "Professional*' category could also be 
limited English speaking or even enrolled in special educa- 
tion. Such ptipijs would probably score quite differently 
from one anbther even though they are all appropriately 
classified iryhe "Professional" category. 

Keeping the cautions cited above (and others) in mind, one 
Can readily see that hasty conclusions could be simplistic 
and misleading. The number and type of pupils in a sub- 
group could well fluctuate from year to»year. Any hypothe- 
ses arrived at should be viewed as tentative and~be tested 
for stability with another year's data or data from other # dis- 
tnfct testing before drawing firm conclusions. 
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THE SUBGROUP REPORT fOR 

SURVEY OF BASIC SKILLS: GRADE § 



1 



HAD NOT BEEN RECEIVED IN THE DISTRICT AT THE TIME THIS REPORT 
WENT TO PRESS. THESE DATA WILL BE PROVIDED AS AN ADDENDUM. 



-0 

t -w. • 



29 . 

40- 



4 



Ct«Mif)ottiofl 



Studttm Nrctnt Co* rtct 

% RMd Writ Spet Mtth 



Otitrict 

• Studtnh Ptrc«nt Correct 

No \ Read Writ Sptl Math 



Studtnts 

No % 



School 

Ptrcent Corrtct 
Read Wnt Spirt Math 



To* 

Mate 

_<.^=t/.,.^ r -_j_4 

THE STATISTICS SHOWN ON THE REPORT 
Number of Students 

The total number of students in each subgroup is shown. 
The sum of the numbers of students in^ach subgroup may 
not equal the total students because some students may not 
have coded their booklets for this question. 

No Subgroup Report is produced for schools with fewer 
than 72 students tested. 

Percent of Students , « 

The percent shown forjeach subgroup is the" number of 
students in that subgroup -a* a percentage of the total 
number of twelfth-grade students tested. The sum of the 
percentages shown fpr each subgroup may not equal 100 
percent because of rounding or pon-response, as indicated 
above. 

Percent Correct Score 

The test $cores of all the students in each subgroup were < 
combined to compute an average*)percent correct score for 
that subgroup. Percent correct scores are not shown for 
, subgroups comprised of fewer than nine students. 

OSES AND POSSIBLE ANALYSES ' ^ 

The data on this report will almost certainly raise as many 
questions as they answer, which is probably the most 
valuable function of any test or evaluation report, A num- 
ber of possible uses and methods- of* analyzing the infor- 
mation contained, in the report are '"apparent, Among 
these are: 

t ******* 

• Examination of the composition of your twelfth-grade 
population. 

• Possible explanation of unexpected . performance of 
■ * twelfth graders testecKlast December. ' 

• Establishment of. ♦baseline data for longitudinal com- 
parison of the perforroarice of specific subgroups. 

« Identification of weaknesses in the instructional pro- 
gram as 1t affects different tVpes of students. 
, • Comparison of .the performance of specific subgroups 
, within the district or within a school with the perform- ' 
.ance of all students in the district or in the school. 

• Comparison of the performance of specific subgroups 
with the performance of those subgroups in the state, 

» in the district, or in other scho6ls In the district. 

'• .Comparison of the performance of subgroups or) CAP 
with their performance on other district (or school) 
tests, e.g., proficiency tests. - # 



• Identification of populations of students with special 
needs. 

• Comparison of performance of specific subgroups this 
year to last year. 

CAUTIONS REGARDING INTERPRETATION 
OF TH^ DATA 

Srnall Number of Students in a Subgroup 

When any subgroup is composed of a small number of 
students, great caution should be used in making further 
generalizations from their performance. When a small 
number of students is tested, a few very high or low scores 
will greatly influence the average score, no matter how 
long the test is. The test results are a "valid measure of 
the performance of that particular subgroup of individuals 
who took the test; however, it is inappropriate to generalize 
from results of a small group. 



p Variability Within the Defined Subgroups 

It is important to remember that some subgroups are 
broadly defined. For example, in the parent education/ 
classification, the subgroup "Sdme College" includes 
parents who have takerv-one evening course at a nearby 
community college as well as parents .with three or four 
years of college* and who are functioning in jobs that are 
typically filled by college graduates. Students coming from 
homes of such differing educational, and thereby occupa- 
tional, backgrounds would probably. score quite differently 
from one another although both'would have appropriately 
coded the "Some College" category. 

Subgroup Report Treats Only . 
One Dimension at a Time 

♦Another .point to keep in mind is that the subgroups are 
formed by looking at one dimension r at a time. For exam- 
ple, students in the "Advanced degree^' category of parental 
education level could also be educationally handicapped 
(special education) or non-native English speaking. Such 
students, although they have one factor in common (in 
thi$ case their parents' educational level), are guite dif- 
ferent and would undoubtedly score quite differently. 
The repfirt does not address itself to such multidimension- 
ality of students. 

Keeping the cautions cited above (and others) in mind, one 
can readily see that hasty conclusions could be simplistic 
and misleading. The number and type of students in a sub* 
group could well fluctuate from year to year. Any hypo* 
theses arrived at should be viewed as tentative and be tested 
for stability with another year's data or d$ta from another 
district testing before drawing firm conclusions. 
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Califomi^f Assessment Program 



Subgroup Classifications 



When the Survey ofBstic Skill* Gride 12 was administered 
tast December, students answered several questions about 
themselves in the Student Information Section on their 
test booklets. The questions and possible responses are 
listed below 




Total 
Sex 



Parent 

Education 



VjsI 



Mobility 



Reeding 



Television 
Watching 



The total scores in the four content 
areas are presented for the state, your 
d istrict, and your schoo l, j 



Each student coded his or her sex. 



Students were asked to indicate the 
highest educational , level attained by 
their parents 



Each student was asked to indicate 
the number of schools attended since 
sixth grade because the family changed 
residences. 



A. For class assignments 

Each student reported for a typical 
weekday the number of hours spent 
reading for dais assignments both In 
and out of school. < 



B. Other reading t 

Each student reported for a typical 
weekday the number of hours spent 
for a rt other reading (other than class 
assignments) both in end out of school. 



/ 

/ 

Each student reported the number of 
hours spent watching TV on a typical 
weekday * 




Classification 



Total 
Sex 

Male 
Female 

Parent Education 

Not high school graduate 
High scho of graduate 
Some college 
College graduate 
Advanced degree 

Mobility (School changes 
since 6th grade) 

None 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 or more 



Reading 

For class assignments 



State 

Students Per cent" Correct 

Read Writ Spel Math 



% 

100 



63.1 62.4 6fi.fi 66.fi 



49 
51 



11 
25 
27 
lfi 
17 



62 
lfi 
9 

3 
1 
1 



63.2- 



53.5 
59.3 
< 64.5 
66.9 
69.fi 



61.2 
63.6 



52.fi 
50.2 
63.5 
66.5 
69.6 



66.3 
71.2 



63.fi 
66.5 
69.6 
70.9 
72.6 



69.0 
64.7 



56.7 
61.9 
67.fi 
71.7 
75.4 



0-%hour 


17 


% • 1 hour 


29 


1 2 hours 


26 


'2-3 hours 


14 


3 4 hours 


7 


4 or more hours 


6 


B. Other reading 




0 • V4 hour . 




Vi 1 hour 


29 


1 2 hours 


22 


7j 3 hours 


11 


3^-4 hours 


P 


'4 or more hours 


. 6 


Television Watching 




0 % hour 


14 


% 1 hour 


16 


;1 2 hours 


22 


2 3 hours 


19 


3 4 hours 


TT 


4 or more hours 


16 



62.7 
63.3 
63.9 
63.6 
62.7 
62.3 



61.4 
64.0 
64.6 
64.3 
63.fi 
64.3 



68.5 
66.6 
64.9 
62.3 
60.1 
56.6 



61.7 
62.4 
63.4 
63.0 
62.2 
*2.2 



61.0 
63.4 
64.0 
63.1 
62.5 
62.0 



6A.4 
66.1 
64.3 
61.4 
59.0 
55.6 



67.7 
6A.6 
69.fi 
69.5 
6fi.7 
69.1 



67.1 
69.2 
70.3 
70.0 
69.4 
69.7 



72.2" 
70.9 
69.9 
60.4 
66.7 
65.0 



66.0 
66. \ 
67.6 
67,2 
66.2 
67.0 



66.7 
60.5 
60.3 
65.9 
64.0 
65.1 



73.2 
71.1 
69.4 
65.0 
62.0 
59.0 



District 

Students Percent Correct 

No % Read Writ Spel Math 

6276 100 65.2 63.6 69.7 69.0 



School 

Students Percent Correct 

No. % Read Writ Spel Math 



64.2 63.4 69.4 60*0 

62.7 62.2 60.0 66.6 

6KD 69.4 67.7* 64. 9, 

60.2 59.3 67.0 63.0 

60.2 59.6 66.4 63.0 

59.4 57.9 65.3 61.5 

50.6 57.3 64.6 60.7 



3061 
3210 



407 
1357 
1669 
1205 
1300' 



3740 
990 
573 
441 
224 
113 
111 



005 

1673 
1670 
965 
512 
443 



1329 
1736 
1425 
742 
360 
399 



963 
1015 
1340 
1130 
726 
990 



49 
51 



o- 

22 
27 
20 
21 



60 
16 
9 
7 
4 
2 
2 



14 
27 
27 
15 
0 
7 



21 
20 
23 
12 
6 
6 



15 
16 
21 
A« 
12 
16 



65.2 
65.3 



53.4 
60.4 
65.6 
67.9 
72.3 



66.0 
63.1 
64.4 
60.0 
63.0 
65.4 
50.5 



64.2 
65.7 
66.1 

65.0 
65,1 



62.5 
64.7 



52.7 
59.2 
63.5 
66.2 



65.0 
63.0 
62.5 
50.1 
60.7 
60.1 
56.6 



67.6 
71.0 



63.2 
67.2 
70.1 
70.4 
74.3 



70.6 
69.1 
60.3 
60.5 
69.5 
66.0 
65.0 



63.1 
63.7 
64.4 
64.2 
62.9 
63.9 



60.5 
40.0 
70.7 
72.3 
70.4 
60.3 



72.1 
67,7 



57.9 
63.9 
69.9 
73.6 
77.6 



71.7 
60.6 
67.9 
65.0 
66.2 
63.9 
65.5 



69.2 
69.0 
7U3 
70.0 
60.9 
69.1 



64.2 62.0 60.2 70.4 



66.0 
"66.1 
65.4 
64.2 
66.0 



64.7 69.6 72.6 

65.4 71.9 71.0 

62.9 70.0 ,66 0 

62.2 69.5 66.4 

65.0 69.6 67.9 



} -:w 
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CIRCLE GRAPHS ILLUSTRATING THE NUMBER OF QUESTIONS 
BY SKILL AREA FOR READING, WRITTEN EXPRESSION AND MATH 



SURVEY OF BASIC SKILLS: GRADE 3 



READING 



WRITTEN LANGUAGE 



MATHEMATICS 




Comprehension 
(150 items) 



Counting and 
place value 
(45 items) 



/Problem analysis 
y and mode\s v 
J_OS items) \ 

s Wterns and graphs 
(30 items) 
/ X v 

* 

Measurement 
(40 items) , 




-* -4-Ceometr> 
(X) items) 



Nature of 
numbers and 
properties 
(45 item*) 



45 
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CIRCLE GRAPHS ILLUSTRATING THE NUMBER OF QPESTIONS 
BY SKILL AREA FOR READING, WRITTEN EXPRESSION AND MATH 



r 



SURVEY OF BASIC SKILLS: GRADE 6 



READING 



WRITTEN EXPRESSION 



' MATHEMATICS 




Arithmetic 



.Comprehension 
(69 items) 
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♦There is no corresponding graphic presentation for the Spellino content 
area provided by the California Assessment Program 
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CIRCLE GRAPHS ILLUSTRATING THE NUMBER OF QUESTIONS 
BY SKILL AREA FOR READING/WRITTEN EXPRESSION AND MATH 



SURVEY OF BASIC SKILLS: GRADE 12 



READING 



WRITTEN EXPRESSION 



MATHEMATICS 




Comprehension 
(literal) 
(47 item*) 



Comprehension 
(interpretive* 
critical) 
(50 items) 



\ 
\ 





\ 



Arithmetic 
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♦There is no correStonding qraphic presentation for the Spelling content 
area provided by the California Assessment Program** 



Statewide and Districtwide Testing Results; 
by District and by School J . 

December 1979 to October 1980 
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.^LIFORNI/V ASSESSMENT^ PROGRAM RESULTS 
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APPENDIX B 
CALIFORNIA ASSESSMENT PROGRAM RESULTS 
SURVEY OF BASIC SKILLS: GRADE Z 
SCALE SCORES FOU RESPECTIVE SCHOOLS 
MAY 1978 THROUGH MAY I98O 



"SCHOOL 
NAME 




READING 




wki l 1 tn 
LANGUAGE 


MATH 


SCHOOL BACKGROUND FACTORS* 


PERCENT 
MINORITY 


ENTRY SOC I OECONOM 1 C PERCENT 
LEVEL TEST INDEX AFDG* 


PERCENT 
LES/NES 


1977-78 


1978-79 


1979-80 


M979-80 


1979-80 


- DISTRICT 


247 k 


245 


/258 


255 


257 


43.9 


26.93 


2*17 


16.3 


8.6 


ADAMS 


258 


245 


240 


246 


259 


39.0 


26.86 


2.12 


24.4 


18.4 


ALCOTT 


346 


/07 


339 


339 


377 


18.4 


27.44 


2.09 ■ 


6.1 


4.6 


ANDERSEN 


. 308 




259 


258 


260 


* 27.7 


28.66 




6.1 


0.0 


ANGIER 


*233 


/ 243 


240 


253 


229 , 


34.0 


27.61 


< 2.00 


' 16.8 


3.2 


AUDUBON 


199 / 


207 


216 


224 


222 


68.7 


26.44 


1.55 


26/2 


16.3 


BAKER ^ 


r 


114 


163 


184 


200 


89.6 


21.27 


1.38 


42.0 


19.4 


BALBOA . 


200, 


159' 


170 


184^ 


193 


95.0 


21.67 


1.29 


41.6 


58. *2 


BARNARD 


269 


270 


273 


269 


275 


26.4 


27.52 ' 


2.39 


14.7 




BAY PARK 


285 


306 


310 


311 


273 


20. 1 r 


27.92 


2.49 


6.0 


2.5 


BAY V t EW TERRACE 


263 


254 * 


250 


270 


252 


24.2 


28.41 


2.36 


. It). 3 


1.5" 


BEALE 


274 


230 ' 


234 


. 230 


282 


en c 
50.5 


25.85 


2.09 


21.9 




BENCHLEY 


310 


258 


272 


255 


235 


27.3 


29.62 


2.28 


9.5- 


0.0 , 


BIRD ROCK 


400+ 


352 


332 


315 


321 


10.0 


29.27 


2.66 


- 1.5 


0.0 


BIRNEY 


227 , 


267 


241 


229 


241 


36.9 


27.98 


1.95 


20.3 


9.6 


BOONE v * C 


227 


216 


234 


235 n, < 


\ 217 


74.3 


26.76 


2.06 


16.7 


4.9 


BREEN 


261 


263 


275 


283 


261 


28.7, 


30.57 


2.47 


- 2.1 


0.0 


BROOKLYN 


198 


232 


223 


206 < 


<. 216 


55.1 


24.54 

* 


* 1.64 


29.6 


17.8 <• 


" BURBANK 




165 


184 


191 


18? 


98.8 


17.87 " 


1.26 


41.8 


42.4 



*SCHOOL BACKGROUND FACTORS: "PERCENT MINORITY" INFORK&JI0N WAS OBTAINED FROM SAN DIEGO CITY SCHOOLS 1 ''PUPIL ETHNIC CENSUS* 2979-80. 
DATA FOR OTHER BACKGROUND FACTORS WERE OBTAINED FROM Ttf£~t979-80 SCHOOL LEVEL REPORTS -PROVIDED BY THE CALIFORNIA STATE DEPARTMENT OF 
EDUCATION VIA THE CALIFORNIA ASSESSMENT PROGRAM. ("SE*", - .SOC I0ECONOMIC INDEX). 




APPEND ft B (CONTINUEO) 
CALIFORNIA ASSESSMENT PROGRAM RESULTS 
SVRVEX OP BASIC SKILLS: GRADE 3 
SCALE SCORES FOR RESPECTIVE SCHOOLS 
MAY 1978 THROUGH MAY 1980 
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SCHOOL 
NAME 


READING 


WRITTEN 
LANGUAGE 


MATH . 


SCHOOL BACKGROUND FACTORS* 


percent 

M t Mfm 1 TY 

n 1 nufl 1 1 1 


ENTRY 

1 FVFI TF^T 


SOCIOECONOMIC 
1 nut a 


PERCENT 

ftrUv 


PERCENT 


1977-78 


1978-79 


1979-80 


1979-80 


1 979-80 


CABRtLLO 


232 


293* 


295 


281 


279 


15.2 


28.83 


2.09 


10.4 


13.3 


CADHAN. 


290 


262 


286 


265 


285 


30.4 


25.09 


2.31 


13.5 


14.3 


f 

CARSON 


223 


226 


252 


228 


250 


57.9 


24.53 

*> 


1.58 


32.6 


27*0 


CARVER 


4269 


262 


233 


252 


269 


34.5 


28,32 


2. 13 


15.4 


0.0 


CENTRAL 


l V 


200 


209 


200 


202 


70.5 


24.31 


1.39 


35 *J 


^25.6 


CHESTERTON 


263 


286. " 


248 


* 253 


284 


29.6 


^8.65 


2.34 




5.Q, . 


C HOLLAS 


191 


142 


203 


190 


212 


95.3 


19.76 4 


1 .22 


k\ .7 


18.7 


. CLAY 


313 


263 


319 


309 


280 


17.8' 


" 26.32 


2.74 


10.8 


o.b 


CLEVELAND 


249 


334 


342 


323 


310 


13.2 


30.38 


2.35 


4.4 


0.0 


CROWN POINT 


287 


310 


272 „ 


254 


274 


28.3 

r 


25.39 


2.22 


10r<f 


12.5 


CUBBERLEY * 


275 


! 306 


276 


266 


^288 


33.8 < 


29.87 


2.14 


9.8 • 


17.2 , 


CURIE * 


325 


320 


324 


" 312 


304 


11.0 


30.51 


* 2.59 


1 .2 


2.4 


OAIURD 


319 


321 


337 


$20 


308 * 


9.3 


30.53 


x 2.80 7 


0*6 


0.0 


OARNALL 


237 


235 


253 


232 


. 2 3S 


41 .0 


28. 17 


1 «92 


At 1 

21.1 




DECATUR 


359 


357 


341 


335 


351 


15-7 


29.90 


2.84 


3.5 


0.0 


DEWEY 


250 


i 230 


264 


.269 


>8 0 <^ 


. 50.1 


26.34 


1.88 


17.9 


' 8.2 


DOYLE 




1337 


289. 


298 


305 , 


\ 


28.84 


' 2.76, 


5.6 


2.9 


»• 

EDISON ' 

*~ 


2 P 


^223 


229 


220 


• 240 


^ 2,3,6 


26.69 


1.97 


23.7 * 


10.0 


* EMERSON 




164 


186 


181 


194^ 


98.3 


23.44 


1.65 


46.2 


36.1 


encaIito . 


179 


206 


228 


226 


239 « 


60.8 


. 26.78 


2.05 


22.1 > 


7." , 


ERICSON l 


295 


281 


288 


280 


281 


25.2 


30.00 


2.52 


4.1 


• 3.-8 


* > 


i 






0 
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APPENDIX B (CONTINUED) , 
CALIFORNIA ASSESSMENT PROGRAM RESULTS 
SURim OF BASIC SKILLS: GRADE 3 
SCALFSCORES FOR RESPECTIVE SCHOOLS 
MAY 1978 THROUGH MAY 1980 



SCHOOL 
NAME 


READING 


WRITTEN 
LANGUAGE 


MATH 


PERCENT ' 
MINORITY 


SCHOOL BACKGROUND FACTORS* 

ENTRY SOCIOECONOMIC PERCENT, 
LEVEL TEST INDEX AFDC 


RERCENT 


1977-78 


1978-79 


1979-80 


1979-80 


1979-80 


EUCLID 


226 


229 


224 


210 


213 


56. 1 


24.78 


1 77 


71 n 

41.0 


13.0 










v 1 












. FARNUM 


287 , 


294 


275 


260 


260 


15.0 


28 77 


2. 08 


16 Q 


2.7 


FIELD 


278 


268 


237 ■ 


259 


2$1 


29.6 


7n 0,9 

j\J • Kit. 


9 97 




3.4 r 


FLETCHER 


261 


311 


292 


'295 


272 


27.2 


*70 1 7 * 


2 10 


PO 


0.0 


FLORENCE 


26l\ 


279 


260 


252 


L 
436 


36.1 


9Q 7& 


9 97 




6. 1 ^ } 


FORWARD 


29a' 


. 350 


298 


288' 


294 


14.6 


9Q C7 


9 7ft 


7 1 


0.0 


FOSTER 


273 


27^ 


271 


279 


267 


» 

35.6 




9 Oft 


ft 7 
0. } 


' • 3.5 


FRANKLIN 


233 . 


275 


294 


#269 


285 


24.3 


9ft C7 


9 09 


in A 

IU. D 


6.8 


FREESE 


209 


206 


224 


215" 


734 


87.1 


27 

, £ / ou 


2 27 


20 7 


5.6 


FREMONT 


• 

283 


' <^280 , 


270 


272 


276 


35.7 


26.07 


2 *>2 


17 q 


6.6 


FULTON 
GAGE 


201 


213 


. 216 


234 


224 


76. 3 


2ft 07 


1 54 


18.0 


A A 
0 • 0 


314 


313 


289 


302 


288 


, 16.7 


30.43 


2.59 


2:4 


A A 
0.0 


GfyVNT 


^. 2°2 




j\ 1 


«»»»/» 
326 


295 


16.5 


■ 50.03 * 


/f.47 


4.3 




GREEN 


• 317 


355 


303 


278 


296 


33.5 


28.64 


2.64 


' 9.0 « 




HAM 1 LTON 


228 


233 


211 


233 , 


248 


47.8 


25.10 


1.70 


25.5 


5.9 


HANCOCK i 


213 


218 


243 


j 241 


249 


36.7 


27.29 


2.17 


21.2 


1.1 


HARDY 

• 


31 3, 


29^ 


292 v 


289 


/ 280 


24.1 . 


29.78 


2.48 * 


3.8 


2.4 


, HAV/THORNE 


300 


324 


306 


288. 


290 


29.2 


27.43 


2.32 


8.4 


2.3 


HEARST 


" 325 


* 303 


299 


301 


290 


13.2 : 


28.59 


2.93 


1.5 


0.0 , 


HICKMAN 


229 


249' 


260 


# 265 f 


277 


28.7 


28; 52 i 


a 2°. 47 


*y 


2.3 


HOLMES 




- 181 


311 


279 


' 289 1 


13.1 , 


29.67 


2. 16$** - 


4.1 


4.4 



APPENDIX B (CONTINUEO) <* 
0 CALIFORNIA ASSESSMENT PROGRAM RESULTS 

SVRVZX OF BASIC SKILLS: GRADE 3 
SCALE SCORES FOR, RESPECTIVE SCHOOLS 
MAY 1978 THROUGH MAY 1980 













READING 


¥ 


WRITTEN 
LANGUAGE 


MATH 




SCHOOL BACKGROUND FACTORS* 






SCHOOL 










ptRtEMY 


ENTRY 


SOCIOECONOMIC 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 




' NAME 






1077-78 


1Q78-7Q 


1979-80 






MINORITY 

n 1 nun i i i 


LEVEL TEST 


INDEX * fc 


~ AFDC* 






HORTON 


1 „ 

• 




168 


174 


f . .... 

'169 


185 


167 


87. 8 


oc £c 


1 10 

• 72 


if- *• 

20* 1 


2. 1 




JACKSON 

» 






286 . 


* 249 


270 


276* , 


• 258 


44.7 


27. 80 


2.48 


2.3 




JEFFERSON 


1 




248 


257 


251 


238 


256 


39.3 


26. 06 


2.32 


c 15* l 


3.1 




JERABEK 








294 


2*5 V " 


260 


265 


10.7 


3J . 34 


2.87 


0«'5 


2.0 




< JOHNSpN 






223 


179 


213 
257 


\& 


" 219' 


* 73.4 


28.05 


2.02, 


Zl . 1 


1.8 




JONES 




\ 


. 322 


236 


259 


264 r 


,23.3 


27.97 


2.37 


5« I 


4. 1 




JUAREZ 


• 


%i\ 


324 


252 


, 229 . „ 


251 „ 


36.0 


31.00 


1 ,65 


0 Q 

. 3«o 


0.0 


XT 

.O. 


KElUER 






260 


,21* 


255 


234 


227 


74.1 


24.22 


. 1 .79 


22i 3 


13.8 


KENNEDY 






200 


204 


• 1B5 


188 


189 


98:4 


25*20 


♦ 1 C*l 
1 .57 


oQ C 


7.2 




KNOX 






134 


168 S 


190 


' 190 




90.1 


2o«53 




oc £ 


1.9< 




LAFAYETTE 




1 




' -273 


• 264 


- 243 

.321 


243 


24.7 


oft Li 


Z. /M 


Q C 
J. P 


* 3.5* 




• UWJOLLA* 






«321 


4 326 


313 1 


289 , 


18.4, 




*•* 
£• DO 




3.4' 




LEE v 






239- 


242 


,240 


242 


234 ■ 


63.4 


27.88* 


2.16, 


11.9 


6. 1 


m 


LINDA VISTA 






195 


180 


173 


,180 


198 , 


72.2 


20.44 


-1.44 1 


37. 1 , 


, 61.6 


y 


• 

LINDBERGH 






260 . 


265 


254 


249 


249' 


37-.9 


28.31 


2.38 


13. o v 






LOGAN 






149 


163 


174* 


178 


178- 


99-2 „ 


19.47 


1.3J 


• 44.6 


53.3' 




iOMA PORTAL 




- 3U 


297 


306 v 


291 


293 


15.6 


28% 29 


h 2.78 . 


• 6.2 


' 5.6 ~ 




LONGFELLOW 






281 


* 270 


262 


243 " 


269 


43.7 


27.11 


2.60 


11.4 


0.0 


■ 57. 


- LOWELL 
HACDOWELL 






171 • 
287 • 


105 
* 329 


J 74 

289 *' 


170 
^287 


f77 

289 
t 

313 


94.1' 
' 19.8 % 


14.85 
27.22 


1.70 
, 2.40 


. 43-3 
'4.4^ 


56r. 0 
•1.6 - 


4 


MARCY* * 

4 




1 


3^9 


328* * 


296 ' 


309. , 


' 12.9 


31-30 


2.85 




1.9 



t . APPENDIX B (C0NTINUE6) 

CALIFORNIA ASSESSMENT PROGRAM RESULTS * 
* SURVEY OP BASIC SKILLS: 4 GRADE Z 
SCALE SCQRES FOR RESPECTIVE SCHOOLS 
MAY 1976 THROUGH MAY 1980 



•SCHOOL 
NAME 


READING 


WRITTEN 
LANGUAGE 


MATH 


■I 

PERCENT 


SCHOOL BACkdWuftD FACTORS*' 

ENTRY SOC | OEC0NOM 1 C PERC ENT 
{LEVEL TEST INDEX AFDC 


PERCENT 

ICC /Iter 

LEb/NEb 


1977-78 


1978-79 


1979-80 


1979-80 


1979-80 


MINORITY" 


MAPCUAI 1 

♦ * 

s 




,250 


270 


». 255 


277 


55.5 ' 


28.02 


- 

. 1*83 ■ 


21.6 


12.9., 


nAKVIN , ♦ 


302 


292 


- 328 


• 306 


295 


10.3 


30.76 


2.53 


1.6 


t 0.0 


nAbON 

* a 


-276 


271 


294 


288 


286 


28.2 


28.58 


2.20 


6.3 


1.9 


UP V 1 ill cv 

MCKINLEY 


281 




287 


277 


276 


21.9 


* 29,96 


2.12 


15.2 


3.7 ' 


M II 1 CO 

MILLER ' 


llf 


242 


254 


256 


246 


29.0 


27.29 


2.11 


18.2 


f 

1.5 


* U 1 DAUAD DAilPU 

M 1 RAMAR RANCH 


331* 


£21 


294 


300 


298' 


6.3 


, I 
30.41 

V 


2.98 


0.6 


0.0 


t UHUTC7IIUA - 

MUNl&ZUnA 


337 


355 


258 


262 


263 


32.5 


27.01 


1.94 


15-0 


* • 

si.* 


MUIR ALTERNATIVE 


— 


— - 


272 


253 


» 276 


35.6 


; 28.44 


2.28 * 


30.0 


$ 

0.0 


AAV DADV 

OAK rARK 


245 


221 


» 216 


£20 


,219 


53.3 g 


nek 


Z„. Ho £ 


♦ t 
' 14.6 


* 4.4 - 


OCEAN BEACH \ 


rfi 


283 


272 


255 


286 


14.2 


29.33 


2.04 


* 16.8 


0.0 

» 


PACIFIC BEACH 


302 


291 > 


246 


261 




lA 7 

ID./ 


30.12 


2.75 


5.8 


p.o 


DAD AH 1 CC till 1 C 

PAKADIbb HILLb 


239 


245 


258 


259 


261 


78.1 


26.41 


2.04 


15.5 . 


13.1^ 


DP 1111 

r C.NN 


230 " 


233 . 


251 


254 


254 


60.2 


29.80 


2.25 


9.7 • 


0.0 

♦ 


PERRY V 


237 


259 


271 


264 


273 


54.8' 


27.19 


2.00 


14,5 


0.0 


ROLANDO PARK 


299 


276 . 


277 


: ^270 


268, 


44.6 


3K46 


2.51 


13.8 


0.0 


ROSS 


326* 


276 


318 


*3!2 ' 


312 


24.5 


29.79 


,2.40 


9.3 


0.0 


ROWAN 


,255 


260 


240 , 


* ?37 * 


284 


54.3 


27.75 


2.00 


16.4 


3.3 . 


SANDBURG 


280 


295 ,< 


361 


288 


' 286 


33.1 


29.12 


■C 2.50 


3.0^ftL 2.2 * 


SCRIPPS 


290 


283 


•314 


293 


289 


14.9 


30.44 


2.93 


3.8 


2.5 


SEQUOIA 

• 


298 


261 

i 


299 


292 


, 302 


31.1 


27.75 


2.27 . 


8.1 


6.1 


' SESSIONS 


. 287 4 


* 295 


305 ; 


296 


k '310 


13-5 


30.29 


2.79 ^ 


0.6 


, 3.6^ 


59 






A 










1 




60 



# * * 


/ 




m ♦ 








*• 






- 




s 

i 

* \ f 

t 






i. 




APPENDIX ? (CONTINUED) 
CALIFORNIA ASSESSMENT PROGRAM RESULTS - 
• SURVEX OF BASIC SKILLS: GRADE 3 
SCALE SCORES FOR RESPECTIVE SCHOOLS 

MAY 1^78 THROUGH MAY 1980 

f 


v ; ' 


• 












READING 




WRITTEN 
^LANGUAGE 


MATH 




SCHOOL BACKGROUND FACTORS* 






.SCHOOL 






PERCENT ENTRY 


SOCIOECONOMIC 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 




* NAME 


1977-78 


1978-79. 


. 1979-80 


1979-80 


1979--80 " 


MINORITY j LEVEL TEST 


' INDEX 


AFDC 


LES/NES 




■ * i. 

SHERMA^ 


163 


19* 


188 


188 


196 


94. 1 


15*02 


l iiA 




50.0 




SILVER GATE 


271 


273 


295 


300 


315 , 




2<J 17 


2.29 


7.8 


&.0 




SPRECKElS 


319 


307 


319 


> 


316 


306 




1 27.48 


9 AS 


in ft 
1 u • 0 


' 24.8 4 




STEVENS OK 


220 


274 


220 


236 


238 


' 29.6 


25.46 


1 .50 


1/1 ft 


0.0 




STOCKTON, 


179 


166 ( 


198 


19$ . 


203 




r 

23. 14 


1.56 


39.5 


20.1 




SUNSET VIE\r^| 


338 


346 * 


258 


277 


275 


99 ft 


1ft ft! 

I 


9 CQ 


7 ft 


4.6 




T 1 ERRASANTA 


286. 


279 ' 


278 


r 276 


276 


15! 


1ft ftft 




O A 

z. u 


0.0 


* 


Js* TOLER 


30? 


391 > 


284 ' , 


i 


292 


293 


14 Q 


30.61 


z,y** » 


9 ii 


, 0.0 




TORRE.Y PINES 


- 321 


306 


360 


322 


• 342 


16 7 


28.50 


2.90 


3 1 V 


12.5 




VALENCIA PARK 




191 


185 


193 


191 


71 8 


• 26.20 

/ 


• 1.98 


9n < 

«■» 


1.8 




4 

^ ( „ VISTA GRANDE , 
WALKER 


293 • 


311 j 
252 


' 296 ^ 
1 302 




314 
278 


307 
298 ' 


• 10.9 1 
26.9 


29 : 92 
29.63 m 


3.00 [ J 
2.42 


9 

1 .4 
*5.8 


> °-' Q » 
2.9 




WASHINGTON 


191 


205 


210 


212 


. 183 " 


65.7 


20.97 


- 1.27 


40.4 


26.4 




WEBSTER 


257 - 


250 


277 


258.' 


254 


?5-9. 


27.07 


2.15 


20.5 


0.0 




WEGEFORTH 


247 


273 


276 


289 


a' 

287 


t 32.3 


27.71 2.02 


4,9 


0.0 ( 


. j 
i * 


. WEINBERGER' 


338 


324 


293 


298 


274 


14.2 


31.20 


; 2.56 


2.5 


0.0 . 


1 


WHITMAN 


256 


237 


266 


264 


* 273 


IS. 4 


29.43 


2.20 


9.3 


0.0 


WHITTIER 


275 


293 


303 


289 ( 


233 


21.8 


27.65 


2.25 


7.3 


0.0. 




?. 

. 61 , • - 


* 

i 














* * 






62 


t * 

• >• 

9 * ■ 


r 

t 




it 


i 


i 




i 


1 » - 




L 


V 



Statewide and Districtwide Testinq Results 
by District and by School 
December 1979' to October 1980 
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APPENDIX C 



CALIFORNIA ASSESSMENT PROGRAM RESULTS 
I "SURVEY OF BASIC SKILLS) GRADE 6 

MAY 1977 THROUGH MAY 1980 



V 



. - APPENDIX C 
CALIFORNIA ASSESSMENT PROGRAM- RESULTS 
' SURVEY OF BASIC SKILLS: GRADE 6 
MAY 1§77 THROUGH MAY ,1980 
AVERAGE? PERCENT OF ITEMS CORRECT ' 
FOR RESPECTIVE SCHOOLS 



SCHOOL 
NAME 



READING 
1977 1978 1979 1980 



WRITTEN EXPRESSION 



1977 1978 1979 1980 



SPELLING 



1977 1978 1979 1980 



MATHEMATICS 



1977 1978 1979 1980 



SCHOOL 
PERCENT 
^MNORLTY 



BACKGROUND FACTORS* 



PERCENT PERCENT 
SEI AFDC LES/NES 





DISTRICT 


68 


68 


68 


68 


" 67 


66 


66 


66 




ADAMS 


67 


A 66' 


69 


70 


65 


68 


66 


•64 




ALCOTT 


80 


77 


74 


80 


75- 


74 


72 


75 




ANDERSEN 


71 


' 71 


f 2 


71 


73 


70 


68 


70 




ANGIER 


60 


62 


65- 


68 


63 




70 


69 




AUDUBON 


56 


5? 


55 


59 


58 


56 


56 


58 




BAKER* * 


44 


54 


49 


44 


46 


X 

53 


45 


43 




BALBOA 


55 


54 . 


50 


47 


50 


54 


53 


51 




BARNARD 




















77 


72 


72 


69 


72 


74 


69 


68 * 




BAY PARK 


75 


78 


72 


78 


78 


70 


71 


72 


■ \* 


BAYVIEW TERRACE 


68 


74 


71 


73 


71 


70 


67 


66 


k J - 


BEALE s 


74 


75 


79 


" 61 


71 


75 


72 


57 




BIRD ROCK 




93 


80 


* 76 


89 


93 . 


83 


85 




BIRNEY 


72 


68 


72 


70 


69 


61 


66 


69 


\ 


BOONE 


64 




5k 


56 


61 


60 > 


52 


55; 




BROOKLYN 


58 . 


65 ' 


62 


66 


56 


54 


64 ' 


58 


1 


CABRILLO 4 ' 


7k' 


70 


74 


66 


<73 


70 


17 


66 




CADMAN 


77 


7* 


78 


67 


67 


74 


73 


66 




CARSON v 


63 


58 


60 


65 • 


*64< 


56. 


'61 


68 


0 ' 


CARVER 




64 ' 


73 


168 


66 


63 * 


67 


63 





















65 



66, 65 



65 



62 61 



61 



JyL 



43*9 



2.15 14.7 



6.6 



65 
68 
72 
64 

a \ 

47 

59 

>4 

68 

66 

66 

86 

6* 

58 

60 

68 ' 

68 

62 

69 



65 
70 
66 
63 
60 
■ 55 
58 
69 
70 
66 
66 
88 
56 
.65 
58 
67 
64 
57 
71 



70 
69 
68 
68 
58 



62. 

69 

64 

63 

59 



64 59 

63 65 

70 ,65 

70 62 



58 'fi 



76 82 
66 

58 W 

54 *. 65 

73 05 

64 64 

60 72 

£8 69 



59 


58 


60 


57 




1.53 


24.4 


4.6 




74 


71 


65 


70 


18.4 


1.98 


6.1 


% 0.0 




60 


60 


,65 


65 


27.7 


'2.66 


6.1 


0.0 




55 


' 53 

< 


65 ' 


60 


34.0 


1.96 


16.8 


0.0 




57 


5k' 


51 


52 


68.7 


1J* 


.26.2 


4.0 




46 


, 51 


45 


43 


89.6 


1.3^ 


^*42.0 


20.6 




48 


49 * 


49 


49 


' 95.0 


1.30 


41.6 


21.4 


/ 


68 


65 


6S 


67 


26.4 


1.89 


14.7 


9-0 




«68 ' 


62 


61 


65 


20.1 


2.47 


6.0 


2.0 . 




•62 


62"^ SO 




24.2 


2.13 


10.3 


3.8 




63 * 


60 


62 


57 


50.5 


2.10 


21.9 


27.6 




84 


• 92 


81 


80 


10. 0, 


2.37 


1.5 






60 


58 


60" 


64 


36.9 , 


1.69 

• < 


20.3 






54 


52 


50 


53 


74.3 


1.78 


16.7 


2.7 




54 


53 


53 


58 - 


55.1 


f.88 


29.6 


7.8\ 


i 


68 


71 * 


67 


61 


15.2% 


2.28 


^-*er*r — o.o y 






67 


66 


58 


30.4 


2.50 


13.5 , 


8.7 




58 


48 


57 


59 


57.9 


1.62 


32.6' 


29.0 




58 


55 , 


60 


68 


34.5 


1-56 


15.4 


0,0 


V 



♦SCHOOL BACKGROUND FACTORS: "PERCENT MINORITY" INFORMATION WAS OBTAINED FROM SAM DIEGO CITY SCHOOLS' PUPIL ETHNIC CSHSUS, 1979-80. 
• DATA FOR OTHER BACKGROUND FACTORS WERE OBTAINED FROM THE 1979-80 SCHOOL LEVEL REPORTS, PROVIDED BY THE CALIFORNIA STATE DEPARTMENT OF 
O !AT ION VIA>TH6 CALIFORNIA. ASSESSMENT PROGRAM. ("SEI". ■ SOCIOECONOMIC INDEX). 
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n 
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APPENWX C (CONTfNUEO) 
CALIFORNIA ASSESSMENT PROGRAM RESULTS 
SURVEY OF BASIC SKILLS: * GRADE 6 

MAY 1977 THROUGH MAY 1980 
AVERAGE PERCENT OF ITEMS CORRECT * 
FOR RESPECTIVE, SCHOOLS 






# 
















SCHOOL 




















• 














SCHOOL 


BACKGROUND FACTORS 








RtAUINu* 








brXLL 1 flu 










PERCENT 




PERCENT PERCENT 






NAME 


1977 


1978 


1979 1980 


1977 


1978 


1979 


1980 


1977 


1978 


1979 


1900 


1977 


1^78 


1979 


1999 


MINORITY 


SEI 


APnr 

HrUt 




# 




CENTRAL 


60 


50 


61 


57 


62 


55 


55 


57 


66 


65 


64 


53 


6Q» 


56 


53 


lo 


* 

70.5 ' 


*1.30 


35.1 


20.3 






CHESTERTON 


, 67 


69 


68 


76 


61 


64 


61 


73 


57, 


65 


62 


68 


59 


"58 


57 


70 


29.6 


2.09 


8.1 


O.O 






CHOLLAS 


*5 


50 


46 


47 


46 


47 


42 '* 


«-47 


50 


56 


46 


56 


43 


48 


46 




95-3" 


*$1.46 


41.7 


30.4 






CUY 


62 


68 


74 


70 


59 


71 * 


75 


65 


64 


66 


68 


68 


56 


61 


66 


64 


17.8 


2^26 


10.8 


8.6 






CLEVELAND 


72 


69 


75 


76 


72 


71 


71* 


82 


67 


66 


73 


74 


.67 


64 


69 


81 


13.2 


1.97 


4.4 


0.0 






CREATIVE AND 

PERFORMING ARTS 
CROWN POINT 


67 


r*" 

68 


75 
71 


73 
57 


67 


62 


72 

69" 


70 
61 


71 


62 


71 
63 


74 

66> 


60 


59 


61 * 


^61 


33.1 
28.3. 


2.20 
2.03 


18.8 
10.0 


1.5 

6.9 . 






CUBBERLEY 


70 




63 


69 


68 


65 


56 


68 


67 


69 


64 


68 


61 


56 


54 


59 


33-8 * 


2.47 


9.8 


5.8 




jr 


CURIE 


76 


77 


78 


79 


* 72 


72' 


% 


76 


66 


69 


71 


73 


66 


- 65 


67 


70 


11.0 


* 

2.65 


1.2 


0.0 




art 


OA 1 LARD 


79 


78 


79 


76 


- 78 


77 


77 , 


76 


* 

71 * H 


1 71 


69 


69 


69 


71 


69 


70 


9.3 - 


"2.89 


0.6 


r.o 


• 




DARNAO^ 


67 


61 


61 


66 


62 


55 


65 


71 • 


64 


57- 


60 


66 


59 


58 


58 


70 


41.0 


1.53 


21.1 


' 3.1 






DECATUR 


78 


81 


83 


80 


80 


72 . 


84 


79 


73 


70 


78 


77 


73 


71 


73 


75 


15.7 


2.91 


3.5 








DEWEY 


61 


72 


74 


75 


59 


66 . 

S 


71 


75 


68 


71 


73 


68 


52 


57 


62 

* 


70 


50.1 


1-72 


17.9 


0.0 . 


• 




DOYLE 






74 


?3 




67 ^ 


69. 






67 


68 « 


• 




65 


66 


19.3 


2.97 


5.6 


4 2.7 






ED f SON 


57 


58 > 


59 


65 


59 


54 


58 


64 


62 


52 


58 


'70' 


52 


53 


52 


65 


43.6 


1.58 


^.7 


5.6 






EMERSON 

ENCANTO m ^ 


1*7 
,58, 


42 

^59 


47 
62 


~ 46 

X 


42 
55 


48 

58' 


46 
61 


40 
60 


48 

0 60 


55 
62 


58 
60 


46 
63 


40 
49 


38 
56 


•*7 
5>* 


43 < 
59 


98.3 
v 60.8 


1.22 

* 

2.13 


46.2 
22.1 


\l4.9 
5.3 ♦ 


• 




ERICSON 


76 


70 


4 

77 


74 


75 


71 


71 


70 


70 

r 


68 


73 


7b 


68 


" 62 


67 


64 


25.2 . 


2.22* 


4.1 


3.7 


• 




EUCLID 


64 


01) 


65 


67 


OZ 


A? 


CQ 


A? 


61 


eft 


AA 
00 


64 


59 


An 




59 


56.1 


f.63 


11 0 


11 5 * 




( 


FARB 
FARNU^ 


78 




64 
75 


68 

*76 


72 


70 


61" 
67 


63 
71 




69 


61 

63 


64 

73 " 


70 


65 


53 
65 


56 * 
61 


22.1 
15.0 


2.23. , 
2.51 


11.1 

16.9 


0.6 
2.3 




•6G „ 


FIELD 


62 


,69 


66 


74 


63 


.59 


66 


71 


"63 


61 


•* • 
6£ 


68 


57 


59 


59 


72 


29.6 


2.12 


1 H. H 


A A 

0.0 


■ i * 




FLETCHER , 


77 


71 


73 


75 


70 


68 


68 


73 ' 


58 


71 


66 


LU 
OH . 


66 


60 


-67 


65 


27.2 


2.22 


5.5 


' 0.0 


V* 1 




• 








































> 


- > 


ERIC 






4 












♦ 












f 


* * 

* 








* 

» 


















* 5 




















s 













APPENDIX C (CONTINUED) 
CALIFORNIA ASSESSMENT PROGRAM RESULTS 
SURVEY OF BASIC SKILLS: GRADE 6 

MAY 1977 THROUGH MAY 1980 
AVERAGE PERCENT OF I TEMS. -CORRECT 
FOR RESPECTIVE SCHOOLS 



r — 


SCHOOL 
NAME 


READ 1 NG 


WRITTEN EXPRESSION 


SPELLING 


MATHEMATICS 


SCHOOL BACKGROUND FACTORS 
PERCENT PERCENT PERCENT 
MINORITY SEI AFDC LES/NES 


1^77 


1978 


1979 


»990 


1977 


197? 


1979 


1980 


1977 


1978 


1979 


1980 


1977 


1978 


1979 


1980 




FLORENCE 


73 


66 


76 


69. 


72' 


72 


73 


75 


76 


78 


72 


71 


72 


69 


74 


69 


36.1 


1.61 


14-4 


6.4 




FORWARD 


74 


77 . 


74 


80 


6* 


72 


69 


73 


68 


72 


67/ 


7* 


67 


69 


62 


66 


14.6 


2.29 


3.1 


0.0 




FOSTER 


•75 


78 


74 


74 


76 


74 


8l' 


J4 


68 


1% 


(i 


64 


63 


69 


70 


64 


' 35.6 


2.30 


8.3 


O.CN— 




FRAtiKLIN 


76 


76 


74 


75 


70 


69' 


73 


73 


66 ' 


68 


71 


69 


63 


61 


71 


64 


24.3 




10.6 


0.0 




FREESE 


• 

61 


61 


55 


59 


60 


55 


56 


60 


65 


64 


62 


60 


51 


53 


59 


57 


87.1 


SV81 


20.3 


8.9 




FREMONT 


68 


70 




68 


67 


65 


63 


66 


65 


71 


63 


73 


l\ 


62 


56 


64 


35.7 


2.66 


13.9 


2.4 




FULTON 


47 


52 


:57 


61 


50 


52' 


54 


. 65. 


58 


61 


66 


64* 


39 


47 


50 


58 


76.3 


2.10 


18.0 


0.0 




GAGE 


74 


76* 


74 


83 


73 


74 


,74 


74 


70 


70 


73 


71 


68 


70 


71 


72 


16.7 


2.83 ' 


2.4 


0.0 




GRANT 


T\ 


80 


74 


81 


77 


7fe 


*,74 


74 


70 


75 


67 


73 


70 


74 


67 - 


70 


16.5 


2.80 


4.3 


0.0 - 




GREEN , 


78 


77 


79 _ 


75 


83 


82 


82 


80 


71 


72 


75 


65 


70 


73 


72 


" 70 


33.5 


2.47 


9.0 


10.0 




HAMILTON 


62 


60 


55 


61 


55 


55 


59 


54 


61 


57 


55 


59 


53 


52 


54 


50 


47.^ 


1.66 


25.5 


6.5 


P 


HARDY 


86 


77 


79 


79 


79 


79 


75 


76 


73 


76 


70 


72 


73 


70 


72 


71 


24.1 


2.66 


3.8 


0.0 




HAWTHORNE 


85* 


86 


83 


72 


88 


84 


82 


75 


82 


88 


74 


72 


88 


86 


78 


74 


29.2 


2.40 


8.4 


2.3 




HEARST % 


80 


78 


'79 


81 


77 


78 


76 


79 


76 


71 


74 


70 


* 80 


78 


77 


80 


13.2 


2.97 


1.5 


0.0 




HICKMAN 


63 


69 


70 


*71 


63 


66 


-< 68 


68 


64 


66 


62 


68 


57 


59 




60 


28.7 


2.38 


4.7 


1 .0 




HOLMES 


76 • 


78 


78 


76 


73 


79 


76 


70 


67 


75 


70 , 


68* 


69 


69 


70 


67 


13.1 


2.80 


4.1 


1.1 




HORTON 


45 


48 


50 


51 


45 


51 


48 


57 


54 


56 


52 


53 


48 


50 


50 


50 


87.8' 


1.46 


37.4 


5.4 




JACKSON 


76 


63 


70 


74 


80 


o4 


72 


73 


70 


'64 


66 


66 


' 68 


61 


62 


61 


44.7 


2.04 


20.1 


8.8 




JEFFERSON 


72 


70 


69 


67 


69 


73 


64 


64 


66 


;69 • 


61 


57 


68 


58 


58 


58 


39.3 


1.78 


15.1 


6.0 




JERABEK 






75 ' 


81 






75- 


82 ' 






72 


10 






66 


71 


10.7 


2.94 


.0.5 


0.0 




JOHNSON 


56 


54 


48 


'49 


56 


52 


52 


54 


56 


' 5fr' 


59 


53 


48 


42 


49 


52 


73/4 


1.92 


21.1 


0.0 




JONES 


74 ' 


73 


76* 


68" 


-•70 


67 


. 70 


65 


67* 


68 


£4 


64 


68 


61 


65 ' 


62 


23.3 


2.64 


5.1 


0.0 


o 


'VAREZ 


75 


73 


65 


70 


72 


74 


69 


69 


73 


74 


74 


1. 


75 


71 


66 


71 


36.0 


K93 


3.8 


6.5 a 



69 



APPENDIX C (CONTINUED) 
CALIFORNIA ASSESSMENT PROGRAM RESULTS 
SURVEY OF BASIC SKILLS: GRADE 6 

MAY 1977*THR0UGH MAY 1980 
AVERAGE PERCENT OF ITEM? CORRECT 
FOR RESPECTIVE SCHOOLS 



SCH004 

NAME 


READING , 


WRITTEN EXPRESSION 


SPELLING 


♦MATHEMATICS 


SCHOOL 


BACKGROUND FACTORS 


PERCENT 
MINORITY 


SEI 


PERCENT 
AFDC 


PERCENT 
LES/NES 


1<377 


1978 




1980 


1977 


197? 


1974 


I9?Q 


1977 


197? 


1979 


19?Q 


1977 


1978 


1979 


19% 


KEILLER 


55 


57 


52 


72 


48 


♦ 

52 


54 


60 


53 


53 


53 


e$ 


■ 52 


42 


48 


54 


74.1 


1 


.50 


22.3 


L 1 4) 

0.3 * 


KENNEDY 


44 


52 


51 


49 


*\ 


51 


49 


45 


54 


54 


53 


55 


41 


45 


43 


41 


98.4- 


I 


.21 


38.5 


1 . 7 


KNOX 


48 


52 


55 


53 


49 


53 4 


50 


50 


54 


55 
4 


61 


5* 


49 


44 


47 


?? 


90.1 


1 


.18 


35.0 


0.0 


LAFAYETTE ^ 


72 


74 


68 


72 * 


68 


70 


67 


76' 


62 


68 


73 


62 


58, 


62 


59 


62 


24.7 




.70 


3-5 


0.0 


LA JOLLA 


79 


80 


76 


79 


74 


78 


74 


81% 


69 


. 78 


68 


74 


71 


70 


72 


72 


- 18.4 


2 


.44 


f. r 
* 4.5 


1 c 1 
15.1 


LEE 


64 


66 


61 


64 


60 


61 


58 


61 


•64 


61 


64 


65 


56 


, 59 


56. 


60 


63.4 


1 


.99 


11.9 


0.0 


LINDA VISTA 


51 . 


60 


53 


52 


51 


51 


50 


/48 


60 


' 59 


54 


53 


50 


. 56 




*9 


72.2 


1 


.60 


37-1 

• 


38.3 


LINDBERGH 


70 


65 


71 


66 


69 


64' 


65* 


62 


* 65 


66 


64 


66 ; 


62 


58 


58 


58 


37.9 


2 


.23 


n.o 


1 0 
1 .0 


^ LOGAN - 

LOHA PORTAL 




44 


39 


49 


- 41 


41 


39 


45 


52 


52 


45 


52 


43 


42 


41 




99.2 


1 


. 41 


1. h L 


39.7 


79 


80 


78 


82 


76 


78 


77 


79 


70 


72 


74 


72 


68 


'71 


77 


75 


15.6 


. 2 


. 16 


0.2 


Z. 3 


LONGFELLOW 


69 


80 


82 


73 


68 


81 


.78 


74 


67 


, 72 


72 


72 


66 


70 


68 


70 


43.7 


2 


.57 


11 /■ 


0.0 


LOWELL , * 


56 


*9 


47 


43 


49 


35 


42 


42" 


55 


54 


54 


57 


44 


46 


40 


44 


94.1 


1 


.31 




Z9. 7 


MAC DO WELL 


79 


82 


76 


79 


82 


79 


71 


74 


72 


71 


66 


70/ 


' 73 


72 


68 


67 


19.8 


2 


.57 




1 c 
l . 0 


MARCY 


79 ' 


80 


84 


84 


80 


74 


79 


81 


73, 


75 


72 


71 


76 


78 


75 


79 


"l 2.9 


2 


.87 


1 0 


0 . 0 


MARSHALL 


* 71 ' 


66 


*74 




72 


61 


72 


66 


62 


61 


73 


«A 


60 


65 


72 


' 62 


55.5 


2 


.25 


L 1 .0 




MARVIN 


81 


76 


75 


79 


80 


72 


76 


77 


70. 


70 


72 


72 


72 


71 


'67 


70 


10.3 


2 


.46 


1 £ 
1 .0 


u . u 


MASON 


70 


70 


70 


70 


66 


67 


68 


65 


65 


65- 


66 


70 , 


. 64 


60 


64 


65 


28.2 


2 


.23 


00 


1 


MCKINLEY 

t 


74 


68 


72 


1% 


73 


67 


68 


7<* 


70 


63 


. 66 


71 


• 65 


62 


62 


70 


21.9 


2 


.16 


15.2 


> 


Ml RAMAR RANCH 


76 


80 


76 


76' 


73 


76 


73 


78 


66 


70 


68 


71 


66 


67 


68 


73 


6.3 


2 


.87 


0.* 


1.5 


MONTEZUMA 


80 ' 


72 


76 


84 


78 


•82 


* 79 


79 


79 


78 


7,6 


82 


76 


> 79 


83 


70 


32.5 


1 


.89 


15.0 


37.0 , 


MUIR ALTERNATIVE 


62 


63 


72 


70 


■ 70 


61 


63 


59' 


73 


60 


59 


* 60 


59 


62 


57 


52 m 


35.6 


1 


.74 


30.0 


0.0 


OAK PARK 


64 


66 


•59 


* 65 


-60 


66 


59 


61 


**64 


70 


62 


63 


57 


59 


50 


59 


53.3 


1 


.81 


14.6 


6.0 


> 

OCEAN BEACH 


70 


74 


75' * 


74 


66 


72 


72 


67 


65 


64 


65 


66 


5? 


61 


67 


60 


14.2 


1 


.89 


16.8 


0.0 

1 



APPENDIX C (CONTINUED) 
CALIFORNIA ASSESSMENT PROGRAM RESULTS, 
SURVEY OF BASIC SKILLS: GRADE f 
MAY 1977 THROUGH MAY 1980 f 
AVERAGE PERCENT OP .ITEMS CORRECT 
FOR RESPECTIVE SCHOOLS* 





































SCHOOL 


BACKGROUND FACTORS 


SCHOOL 




READING 




WRITTEN EXPRESSION 




SPELLING 






MAIntnAI 1 Lb 




PERCENT 


SEI 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 
LES/NES^ 


NAME 


1977 


1S78 


1979 


1980 


1977 


1978 


H7? 


1980 


,1977 


1978 


1979 


1980 


1977 


1978 


1979* 


1980 


MINORITY 


AFDC 


PACIFIC BEACH • 


78 


5G 


*82 


74 


70 


78. 


76 


69 


65 


79 


65 


71 


, 66 


67 


66 


$5 


. 16.7 


n It t\ 


c ft 


L Q 


PARADISE HILLS * «*» 


* 70 


67 


67 


69 


64 


62 


63 


, 65 


70 


63 


, 72 


66 


58 


, 60 


60 


61 


78. i 


2.01 




• 

0.3 


PENN 


68 


65 


71 


68 


63 


60 


68 


60 


• 70 


66 


69 


63 


54 


55 


61 


56 


60.2 


2. Hy 


9.7 




PERRY 


70 


fift 

DO 




70 


68 ' 


65 


64 


f 

68 


62 


.62 


62 


65 . 


57 


' 57 


59 


68 * 


54.8 . 


2. 13 


if. r 

14.5 


0 .0 


ROLAMDO PAR£ 


*74 


1 72 


77 


70 


70 


70 


75 


78 


• 70 


67 


7^ 


74 


68 


59 


69 


67 


4.4.6 


1.98 

V 


13.8 


2.0 


ROSS 


74 


78 


78 


73 


77 


70 


' 76 


v 68 


73 


66 


71 


71 


' 72 


66 


64 




74.5 


2.59 


9.3 


0.0 


ROWAN 


72 


61 


60 


56 


• 63 


65 


58 


62 


M 


58 


68 


50 


61 


58 


7 


•51 


54.3 


2.25 


1 £ 1 

16.1 


0.0 


SANDBURG 


69 


66 , 


71 


72 


66 


64 


71 


75 


67 


70 


67 


70 


64 


60 


62 


62 

< 


33.1 


2.17 


3.0 


7.0 


^ SCRIPPS 


77 


79 


74 


74' 


78 


79 


78 


.75 


78 s 


70 


69 


70 


73 


75 


69 


72 


14.9 


2.85 


3.8 


0*0 


^ SEQUOIA . 


69 


68 


75 


67/ 


68 


62 


69 


68 


71 


64 


70 


64 


58 


60 


66 


63, 


31.1 


1.97 


0 1 


0 ft 


SESSIONS 


82* 


78 


76 


81 


79 


74 


73 


78 


71 


72 


65 


76 


78 


70 


66 


■71 


13.5 


2.92 


U .0 


u .u 


SHERMAN 


47 


i,5 


44 


43 


46 


46 ~ 


42 


44 


5*t 


50 


51 


46 


51 


48 


43 


46 


' 94.1 


1 Ar? 


*LL 7 


zL L 


SILV£R GATE 


80 


84 


71 


70 


78 


82 * 


71 


72 


7* 


- 78 


67 


68 


74 


77 


64 


68 


29.9 


2. *4Z 


7 ft 
7.0 


7 7 


SPRECKELS 


80 


83 


30 


79 


80 


79 


77 




71 


70 


73 


68 


72 


76 


66 


69 


. 31.9 


1 ft 3 


in ft 


o n 

u . u 


STEVENSON 


69 


69 


76 


70 


66 


.691 


76 


67 


65 


■ 62 


62 


63 


66 


63 


68 


61 


29.6 


1 • op 


14 8 


2 3 


STOCKTON 


41 


40 


55 ■ 


49 


43 


39 


5k 


45 


49 


52 


63 


58 


44^ 


44 


46 


48 


97.9 


1.47 


39.5 


18.8 


SUNSET VIEW 


78 


. 80 


84 


76 


80 


78 


80 


78 


71 


65 


78 


69 


69 


67 ' 


70 


70 


22.8 


2.60 


7.8 


0.0 


TOLER 


75 


76 


% 73 


79 


71 


64 


67 


73 


69 


63 


' 70 


72 

* 


67 


66 


64 


69 


14.9 


2.58 


' 2.4 




TORREY pines 


85 


' 81 . 


79 


• 

80 


83 


76 


80 


79 


76 


7*i 


68 


72 


79 


74 


76' 


71 


16.7 


2.84 


3.1 


5.9 




50 


52 


56 






. 51 


53 


61 


59 


58 


60 


59 


51 


49' 


51 


52 


71.8 


1.88 


20.5 


0.0 


' VALENCIA PARK 


5*- 


-49 








WALKER 


72 


70 


* 

' 73 


72 


64 


67 


72 


' 67 


- 68 


70 


' 72 


68 


60 


60 


66 


62 - 


26.9 


35 


•5.8 


1.8 


WASHINGTON 


52 


. 61 ' 


49 


54 


66. 


60 


52 


52 ^ 


5<t 


59' 


62 


52 


47 


54 


43 


55 


65.7 


1.35 


' 40.4 

« 




WEBSTER 


55 


63 


62 


63 


56 


62 


66 


60 


58 


65 


6*1 

- — W ~ 


57 


49 


54 


57 ■ 


60 


55.9 


-!4 


L 20,5 


0.0 



73 



APPENDIX C (CONTINUED) 
CALIFORNIA ASSESSMENT PROGRAM RESULTS 
SVRVSY OF BASIC SKILLS: GRAM C 

MAY 1977 THROUGH MAY 1980 
AVERAGE PERCENT OF ITEMS CORRECT 
FOR RESPECTIVE SCHOOLS 



SCHOOL 
NAME 




READ 


NG 




WRITTEN EXPRESSION 


SPELLING ■ 


, MATHEMATICS 


crunni 


BACKGROUND FACTORS 


PERCENT 
MINORITY 


SEI 


PERCENT 
AFDC 


PERCENT 
LES/tfES 


1977 


1978 


1979 


1980 


1977 


1978 1979 1980 


197? 


1978 1979 




1977 


1979 


1979 


I99Q 


WE GE FORTH 


73 


69 


69 


77 


Aft 

DO 


70 AA 7n 
/u oo /u 




An Ait 


70 




61 




62 


32.3 « 


2.10 


4.9 


0.0 


WEINBERGER 


78 


79 


83 


82 


"78 


80 82 80 


69 


76 88 ' 


73 


7* 


80 


76 


78 


14.2 


3.00 


2.5 


0.0 


• WHITMAN ' 


75 


Ik 


69 


70 


71 


73 64 ' 67 


69 


72 66 


65 


72 

V 


66 


56 


62 


19.4 


2.07 


9.3 

•0 


a.o 

* 


PUTTIER 

A-v 


71 


73 


73 


68 


68 


68 70 66 


7* 


71 72 


•66 


61 


64 


63 


64 


21.8 


2,62 


7.3 


14.3 






















* 


• 












• 


















































* 




• 




♦ 


















































• 


O ' 




















































• 


































<* 


















— 










• 
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< 










» 






l. 
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f 






- 










• 
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* 












* 
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Statewide and ,D1str1ctwide Testing Results 
by District and by School 
December 1979 to Oqtober 1980 



. APPENDIX D 

CALIFORNIA ASSESSMENT PROGRAM RESULTS 
SURVEY 'OF bSSIC SKILLS: GRADE 12 



'DECEMBER 1976 THROUGH ' DECEMBER 1979 
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APPENDIX D 
CALIFORNIA ASSESSMENT PRQGRAM RESULTS 
SURVEY OF BASIC SKILLS: GRAVE 12 , 
DECEMBER 1976 THROUGH DECEMBER 1979 
AVERAGE PERCENT OF ITEMS CORRECT 

FOR RESPECTIVE SCHOOLS \ * ° 



SCHOOL 
NAME 




READ 


NG * 




WRITTEN EXPRESSION 


SPELLING 


1 s 


MATHEMATICS 




BACKGR 
PERCENT 


OUND FACTORS* 

PERCENT 
PEi AFDC 


1976 


'1977 


1978 


1979 


1 y /o 


1 Q77 




1Q7Q 
iy/y 


1 Q76 
1 7 1 0 


1Q77 




1Q7Q 


1976 


1 977 


1978 


1979 


MINORITY 


DISTRICT 


9 66 


65 


65 


65 


64 


6* 


64 


64 


70 


69 


70 


70 


70 


68 


70 


7Q 

7 


35 7 


.3.26 


9.0 , 


CLAIREMONT 


71 


70 


70 


72 


68 


67 ' 


69 


70 


71 


71 


73 


>73 


76 


74 


76 


_*76 


21.8 


3.52 




CRAWFORD 


9 

67 


66 


66 


63 


65 


64 


.65 


64 


7* 


69. 


70 


70 


70 


70 


72 


74 


34.1 


7 1 ft 

3.10 


ft n * 


HENRY 


71 


68 


68 


68 


70 


67 




69 


73 L 


. 72 


72 


73 


76 


JA 


74 


'75 


19.2 


3.59 


c n 


HENRY, EVENING 


60 


55 


55 


58 


56. 




57 


54 


66 


66 


64 


64 


65 


99 


59 


65 


8.5 


3.31 


N/A 


HOOVER 


61 


61 


64 


59 


58 


58 


61 


59 


66 


63 


70 


64 


63 


63 


.'69 


$4 


41.5 


£ 


1 -7 0 

* 


KEARNY 

■aw**. 


66 


6jf 


66 " 


65 


64 


62 


63 


63 


68 


69 


70 


ZO • 


70 


70 


1* 

70 


- 68 


•42.8 


j «.u/ 




LA JOLLA 


75 


73 


74 


73 


72 


70 


73 


71 


76 


74 


• 76 


72' 


79 


78 


'80 


77 


J2.7 






LINCOLN ^ 


49 


45 


50 


46 


48 


45 


45 


45 


59 


60 


60 


59 


50 


48 


50 


49 


99.5 




lft G 


MADISON 


68 


67 


67 


67 


m 


64 


66 


64 


70 




70 


70 


'72 


70 


73 


73 


. 29.3 


3.17 


6.7 . 


HADISON EVENING 


61 


58 . 


6o> 


62 


$2 


55 


59* 


57 


64 


66 


64 


.70 j 


63 


62 


62 


62 


8.5 


3-13 
* 


* 2.5 


MIRA MESA JR-SR 


67 


• 66 • 


64 


67 


62 


62 


61 


63 


70 


71 


71 


71 


' 66 


69 


68 


71 ♦ 


' 28.4 


3-25 


5.9 


MISSION BAY 


69 


70 




68 


67 


69 


68 


66 


70 • 


72 


71 


71 


73 


73 


73 


11 


15.6 . 


3-S7 - 


> 5.2 
* * 


MORSE 


58 


57 


59 


58 


56 


55 


58 


58 


64 


65 


48 


66 

« 


58 ' 


59 


61 


61 


,82..1 


2.79 


8.2 


POINT LOMA 


64 


68 


71 


69 


6 ? . 


66 


70 


67 


^2 ' 


70 , 


72 


71 


73' 


73 ■ 


7 6 


73 


19.3 


3.58 


"7.4 ^ 


* SAN DIEGO j| 




53 


50 


53 • 


53 


51 


50 


51 


66 


61 


'60 


64 


52 


52 


51 


57 


78.2 


2.10 


J 

25.3 


SERRA JR-SR 


64 • 


65 


63 


66 . 


65 


64 ' 


63 


64 


69 


73 


67 


72 . 


69 


66 


• 65 


69 


21.8 


3T23 


12.8 


WRIGHT BRfOTHERS 


63 


61 


55 


55 


'56 


57 


53 


52^ . 


61 


66 


66 


61 


56 


^0 


57 „ 


57 


*.35.9 


2.60 


15.9 


HUIR ALTERNATIVE 


• 


' l 




56 








59 






• 


65 








54 


35-6 * 3.2fo 


30.0 



^SCHOOL' BACKGROUND FACTORS : "PERCENT MINORITY' 1 INFORMATION WAS OBTAINED FROM SAN DIEGO CITY SCHOOLS 1 PUPIL ETHNIC CENSUS, 1979r80. 
DATA FOR OTHER BACKGROUND FACTORS WERE OBTAINED FROM THE 1979-80 SCHOOL LEVEL REPORTS ^PROVIDED BY THE CALIFORNIA STATE DEPARTMENT flf 
EDUCATION VIA THE CALIFORNIA ASSESSMENT PROGRAM. ("PEI" - PARENT EDUCATION INDEX). \ ^ 
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Statewide and Districtwide Testing Results 
by District and by ^School 
December 1979 to October 1980 



APPENDIX E 

DISTRICTWIDE TESTING RESULTS 

COMPREHENSIVE TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS, FORM S 3 LEVEL 2 



GRADE 5 - APRIL 1980 



ERIC 



55 



7,9 



APPENDIX E 

* ' DISTfUCTVIDE TESTING RESULTS 

COMPREHENSIVE TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS, FORM S, LEVEL 2 
GRADE 5 - APRIL 1980 
PERCENTILE RANK OF MEDIAN PUPIL BASEp ON NATIONAL NORMS 



SCHOOL 
NAME 


READING 
VOCAB . 




READING 
COMPR. 


TOTAL 
READING 


SPELL ING 


LANG. 
MECH. 


LANG .. 
EXPR. 


TOTAL 
LANGUAGE 


HATH 
COHPUT . 


MATH 

All/* PDTf 

CONCEPTS 


MATH 
APPL IC. 


TOTAL 
MATH 


DISTR ICT 


59 




55 


57 


HO 


- < - 


59 ^ 


53 


59 




r I. 

54 


57 


ADAMS 


64 




64 


64 


53 


60 


61 


57 


65 


64 


't 

65 


63 


ALCOTT 

< 


72 




69 


72 


63 


0 62 


73 


65 


67 


67 


66 


67 


✓ 

ANDERSEN 


64 




" 64 


64 


50 


49 


51 m 


48 


55 


72 


53 


57 > 


ANGIER 


45 




• 46 


46^ 


31 


43 


. 46 


37 


36 


51 


3* 


40 


AUDUBON 


35* 




37 




29 


32 


35 


29 


53 


35 


32 


42 


BAKER 
BALBOA 


31 
20 




33 
24 


'33 

22 ^ 


39 

25 ^ 


33 


32 
29 


34 

27" 


35 
40 


47 

32 


36 
29 


34* * 
33 


BARNARD 


56 




49 


53 


' 36 


* 42 


*52 


46 


55 


52 


52 


51 


BAY PARK 


63 




64 


64 


55. 




70 


65 


61 


65 


59 


59 


BAVVIEW TERRACE 


63 




62 


' ' 64 


55 


57 


# 65 


59 


59 


68 


55 


56 


BEALE 


• 30 




30 


.28 


34 


3T 


37 


48 


53 


1*2 


46 


52 


BIRO ROCK 


88 




. 83 


' 87 


66 


85 


91 


81 


• 

77 


92 


at 


84 


BIRNEY 


55 




53 


55 


,30 _i 


51 


57 


44 


43 


* 59 


47 


45 


BOONE 


44 




50 


45 


42 


37 • 


44 


. *3 


49 


44 


37 


44 


BROOKLYN 


48 




43 


45 


il) 


32 


• 45 


29 


49 


43 


42 


48 


CABRILLO 


65 




56 


57 


- k2 l 


57 


66 




70 


56 




fi2 


CADMAN 


61 


\ 


63 


62 




57 


65 


54 


69 


73 


62 


66 


CARSON 


50 


52 , 


52 






55 , 


49 


63 ' 


65 


54 


58 


CARVER 


61 




to 


61 


/:; 


60 


53 


56 


66 


57 


* 56 


60 


CENTRAL 


25 

0 




23 


2V 




34 


33 


28 J 


37 


39 


34 


32 


CHESTERTON 

rm ■ — — 1 


58 


1 


53 

♦ 


, 9 


/ <: 


4* 


53 


- 48 


' 56 


56 ' 


51 


59 



Y 



U1 



9 

ERIC 



81. 



APPENDIX E (CONTINUED) 
DISTRICTVIDE TESTING RESULTS 
CCMPREHENSr/E TESTS CP BASIC SKILLS, FORM S, LEVEL 2 
« ■ GRADE 5 - APRIL !980 

■ PERCENTILE RANK OF MEDIAN PUPIL BASED ON NATIONAL NORMS 





SCHOOL • 


READING 
VOCAB , 


READING 
COHPR . 


TOTAL 

on Aft ft IIA 

READING 




LANG. 
MECH . 


LANG. 
EXPR. 


TOTAL 
LANGUAGE 


MATH 
COMPijT. 


MATH 
CONCEPTS 


HATH 
APPLIC. 


TOTAL 
MATH 




CHOLLAS 


18 


21 ■ 


19 


25 


32 


18 


19 


^ 42 


34 


30 


• 

38 




CLAY 


63 


'53 


58 


47 


56 


73 


57 


56 


63 


_54 


56 




CLEVELAND 


58 


51 


55 


52 


39 


5^ 


"48 


45 ■ 


62 


53 


55 




CREATIVE AND 

PERFORMING ARTS 
CROWN POINT 


73 
65- 


55 

.52 


64 
58 


51 
6 3 


45 " 
50 


65 
' 61 


55 

58 r 


42 
59 


56 
53 


49 
50 


47 

, 55 




CUBQERLEY 


69 


62 


67 


58 


61 


63 


63 


S\ . 


54 


56 


55 




CURIE 


• 76 


69 


70 * 


56 


m 


79 


64 


76 


73 


74 a 


76 


V 


'DAI LARD 


72 


66 . 


68 


59 ' 


IK' 


74 


74 


. 81 


84 


68 


74 


Ul 


DARNALL — 


51 


-42 


44 


47 


4Q 


48 


, 44 


'53 


49 


38 


45 


oo 


DECATUR * ' 


77 


62 


81 


71 • 


71 


84 


78 . 


87 


78 


69 


82 


DEWEY 


42 


52 


51 


64 


56 


51 


58 


54 




51 


52 




DOYLE 


78 - 


7° 


73 1 


72 


60 ' 


74 ' 


• 69 


71 


72 


67 . 


73 




EDISON 


35 


32 


32 


31 


32 


* *3 


38 . 


35 


39 


25 


31 




EMERSON . 


23 


17 


18 




* 28 


30 * 


24 


39 




24 


29 




ENCANTO* 


65 • 


53 


57* 




50 


^6T 


51 


55 


65 


53 


58 




ERICSON 


68 


65 


66^ 


61 


. 61 ' 


* 74 


66 


65 


67 


61 


64 




EUCLID 


'1)6 


1)5 


45 


* 33 


45 


i 

52 


*0 


. 50 


'45 


'49 


47 




FARNUM 


61' 


54 




39 


39 


58/ 


. 46 


50 


57 


56* ' 


52 




FIELD 


65 


53 


60 


45 


46 


57 V ^ 


52 




48 


52 


*53 




FLETCHER 


65 


69 


67 


70 " 


67 


•*73 


. 66 


68 


63 


59 


65 


82 ' 


FLORENCE 


65 


' ?1 


68 


* 45 


57 


■ 74 


63 + s 


54 


' 56 


v 5 , 


56 


« 


FORWARD 


• 63 


60 


63 


50 


50 


72 


55 


71 


70 


71 


71 




FOSTER 




57. 


61 


49 


'\ 50 . • 


66 


54 


64 


57 

t 


55 


59 


FRANKLIN 


67 


51 

4 • 


58 


40 




60 


47 


56 


58 


57 


54 



APPENDIX E "(CONTINUED) 
DISTRICTWIDE TESTING RESULTS 
COMPREHENSIVE TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS, FORM S, LEVEL 2 
GRADE $ - APRIL I980 
PERCENTILE RANK OF MEDIAN PUPIL BASED ON NATIONAL NORMS 



SCHOOL 
NAME 


j READING 
VOCAB 


READING 
COMPR. 


TOTAL 
READ I NG 


SPELL INfi 


LANG . 
MECH . 


LANG. 
EXPR . 


V TOTAL 
LANGUAGE ■ 


MATH 
COHPUT . 


MATH 
CONCEPTS 


MATH 
APPL IC 


TOTAL 
MATH 


FREESE 


1 

1 42 


41 


43 


37 


43 


45 


39 


58 


1.0 

HO 


43 


51 


FREMONT 


J 65 


49 


55 


40 


40 


62 


^49 


35 


$2 


39 


43 


FULTON / 


j 

i 39' 

! 


**l 


/T* 38 


38/ 


36 


40 


34 ■ 


42 


40 


' 33 , . 


35 


GAGE * 


! 79- 


75 


* 78 


66 


70 


r 73 


71 


83 


73 - 


73 


74 


GRANT 


t 

I 71 


73 


71 


56 


65 . 


74 


• 

1 


64 


72 


^ 


66 


GREEN ' 


; 79 


^ 77 


76 


66 


69 


79 




76 


75 


60 


73 


HAMILTON 


46 / 


49 


51 


36 


44 


51 


r 

42/ - 




62 


f 0 

48 


51 


HANCOCK 




47 


49 


42 


27 


48 


41 


47 


1. 1. 
44 


51 


/. /• 

HH 


• 

HARDY 


! 77 




&L 


'63 


57 


83 


78 


78 


66 


67 ^ 




















87 




64 


74 


" HAWTHORNE 


67 


60 


7 " 


65 


~~ 63 


72 


68 


? 2 . 


HEARST 




. 79 


V 


_82, 


77 


84 


80 ' 


88 


91 


83 


' 87 


- HICKHAM 


55 


. 56 


^54 


H 


46 ' 


52 


• 42 


64 


53 


,49 


58 * 


HOLMES 


1 


63 


68. 

1 


56 


69 


72 


• ; 68 


68 


67 


60, 


64 


HORTOH 


15 


17 

1 


1 

I.3 


17 


17 


23 


16. 


25 


22 


19 


19 


JACKSON 


" 61 


' 58 


, 60 


■ 55 


f 

51 




63 


59 


56" 


' 52 . 


' 56 


JEFFERSON 


49 


/ 

48 


51 


42 




47 


43 


55 


47 


**9 


52 


JERABEK 


79 


69 


74 


• 73 


69 


77 


-7-7 

77 


71 


DO, 


Cc 
OO 


CQ 

bo 


! 

JOH^ON ' 


47 


53 


55* 


54 


46 


56 


54 

e> 


59 


53 

* 


49 


55 


JOKES ' 


72 . 


69 


©7 


50 


50 


75 


bO 


53 


70 


bO 


b 1 


.JUAREZ^ i 


52 


51 


. 51 


50s 


56 


57 


51 


56 


60 


59 


59 


filler" * 


* 52 


51 . 




45 


*44 


45 


. 42 ' 


59 


*58 • 


52 


55 


KENNEDY * j 


26, 


25 


27/ 


24 


26 


• 33 


22 




28 




29 


WKJX * ' j 


33' 


* 20 


* 26 


31 


27 


- 34 


- 28 * 


. 32 


'* 29 


33 


■29 


LAFAYETTE * j 


64 


59 


61 


49 


54 




58 


*6'4 


70 


60- 


64' 



.to 



9 

■ERIC 



§4 



•85 



APPENDIX E (CONTINUED) 
DISTRICTVIDE TESTTNG .RESULTS 
COMPREHENSIVE TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS, FORM S ( LEVEL 2 
GRADE 5 - APRIL 1980 
PERCENTILE RANK OF MEDIAN PUPIL BASED ON NATIONAL NORMS 





SCHOOL 
NAM£ 


READING 
, VOCAB. 


READING 
COMPR. 


TOT At 
READING 


SPELL NG 


LANG. 
MECH. 


LANG. 
EXPR. 


TOTAL 
LANGUAGE 


MATH 
COMPUT. 


MATH 
CONCEPTS 


MAT-. 
APPLIC 


in p. . 

TOTAL 
• MATH 




— 


LA JQLLA 


82 


75 


80 


76 


76 


* 


84 


82 


76 . 


73 


79 


• 








54 


54 


47 


51 


56 


50 


60 ' 


* 56 • 


49 


54 






LINDA VISTA 


33 


37 


36' 


35 




40 


41 


61 


41 


36 


48 






LINDBERGH 


64 


56 


60 


49 


54 


61 


54 


59 


62 


58 


57 . 






4; LOGAN 


11 


10 


8 


10 


17 


16 


L 
P 


27 


24 


19 


21 






LOMA PORTAL - • 
LONGFELLOW 


77 
73 


77 
69 


76 
73 


83 
* 58 


73 
54 


79 
74 


86 
63 


76 
72 


78 

, 74 


76 

67 * 


81 - 
71 ' - 






LOWELL 


19 


' 13 


. - 18 


v 18 


24 


19 


14 


34 


20 


25 


24 




I 


MACDOWEU ■ 


73 


62 


64 


51' 


'70 


80 


71 


60 f ■ 


68 


60 


1 

. 63 . 




i 

V CD 
O 


MARCY 


78 


73 


76 


61 ^ 


63 


76 




77 


80 




77 


■ • .^^ 




MARSHALL { J 


56 


51 - : 


54 


58 


46 


52 ^ 


50 


68' 


58 


- 53 


57 






MARVIN 


77 


73 


74 


62 


69 ' ) 


72 , 


70 , 


74 


• <? 
72 


. 74 








MASON * 


63 " 


57° 


60 


54 


48 


66 


55 


59 


60 


58 








MCKINLEY 


59 


58 


60 


59 


58 


67 


60 


; . 8TS> 


<b 67 


t 

. 63 


r 






MILLER 


52 


51 


"52' 


44 


37 


50 


44 


52 


56 ° 


55 








MIRAMAR RANCH 


80 


74 


74 


64 


74 


• 

76 • 


73 


79' 


82 


75 ' 

* 


78 






v MONTEZUMA 


76 


64 


73 


• 45 


46 


71 


53 


45 


48^ 


38 


40 - 






MUIR ALTERNATIVE 


< * 
63 


.51 


60 


32 


35 * 


50 


.#41 


. *9 


48" 




34 






* * 
OAK PARK 


49 


f. f 

45 


46 


38 

* 




I.C 

1 4o 


7 


J\ 






0 

J* 


•/ 




OCEAN BEACH 


66 


60 


* 64 


36 


44 


t 

59. 


45 


57 


56 


49 


48 






PACIFIC BEACH 


68 


56 . 


64 


38 


53 


- 59 


5K 


59 


67 


53 








PARADISE HILLS 


53 


53 - 


56 


48 


58 " 


■ 58 


57 


63 


51 - 


55 • 


59 \ 






PENN ✓ 


57 


52 


55 


tf/A 


%2 


.54 


N/A 


57 - 


52 


48 








PERRY 


52. 


55 


52 


46 


40- 


■ 47 * 


48 


49 ' 


^6 ' 


47 


45 / \ 









« 






* 


* 


/ 

/ 


/ 








9 

0 


* * 


0* * 

« 




- 


7 

/ 

APPENDIX E (CONTINUED) 7 
OISTRICTVIDE TESTING RESULTS 
COMPREHENSIVE TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS , FORM S, LEVEL 2 
GRADE 5 - APRIL 1980/ 
PERCENTILE RANK OF MEOIAN PUPIL 8ASE0/0N NATIONAL NORMS 




s 




• m 

i * • — # 
* 




SCHOOL , c 
NAM£^ "° 


READING 
VOCAB. 


REAOING 
COMPR. 


TOTAL ■ 
or ah i wr 


Cpct 1 IMP 


LANG. 

upru 


LANG. TOTAL 
'' EXPR. LANGUAGE 


MATH 
GOMPUT. 


' MATH 
CONCEPTS 


MATH 
APPLIC. 


TOTAL 
HATH 




j • O 

R0LAN00 PARK ^ ; 


. * 68 


60 


64 


64 


81 


73 


73 


75 


54 


s 

60 


64 V J- 


* 


1 ROSS* - ^- 


59 


52 


57 


46 


49 


5« 


5<» 


. 44 


55 


■ *43 


*3 . 




, ROWAN » \ 


42' 


53 


52 


50 




■50 


51, 


53 


49" 




•46 




SANDBURG , 


65 


63 


63 


62 


68 


» 65 


64 


66 


66 


58 ) 


65 




SCRIPPS 


78 


75 


■78 


72 " 


59' 


75 


68 ^ 


82 


81 


75 




< 


SEQUOIA 


61 


51 


55 


- 47 


61 


1 59 


52 


62 


$5 


' 51 


- 55 




SESSIONS 


74 


66^ 


71 


63 


57 




65 


71 


69 


65 


69 ' 

Q 




SHERMAN 


*26 


22 


2ft 


23 


11 


29 


22 


45 • 


47 


»29 


40 


cn 


SILVER GATE 


6% 


57 


62 


44 


53 


66 


56 - 


66 


72 


65 


"64^ 




SPRECKELS 


73 




*8 


■ 65 % 


65 


78 


73 


72 


71 


66 


71 ' . 




SfEVSNSON 


/■A. • . 




37 


N/A 


35 


34 


N/A 


59 


- 43 


54 


45 


- 


STOCKTON 


18 


16 * 


15 




19 


15 


12 ; 


25 


25 _ 


, 20 


, 20 




SUNSET VIEW 




71 


80 




58 


78 


73 f 


69 


78' 


77 


77 • , . 




TIERRASANTA 


70 


VI 


^69 


■ 56 




72. 


57 


70 


73 


66 


67 


9 


: TOLER 

0 

P * TflRREY PINES 


86 


72 
77 


82 


I I 60 
73 


61 ' 

72 


69 


65 u 
70 


7<» 
79 


67 
80 


, 65 
78 


77 

A * > 




VALENCIA PARK 


38 


35 . 


36 


27 




46 


37 


41 


. 42 


4! 






VISTA GRANDE 


'67 


61 


64 


64 * 


58 


■ 74 


65 # 


72 


71 


60 


6,7 




"walker 


65 • 


59- 


63 


55 


60 ' 


65 


62 


62 


60 


57 


60 




WASHINGTON ' 


27. 


' 38 


31 . 




29 


■ 35 7 


33 


48. 




v 38 


41 • 




WEBSTER 


52 


< 

53 , 


5' 


; 46 


55' 


' 60 


53 


67 


; 58 


51 


57 


> 


WEGEFORTH ' 


58 


*5 


54 


45 


35 


.56 


41 


31 


53' 


39 .. 


36 . 


'. 


; WEINBERGER 


82 


78 . 


80 


' 75 








79 


66 


'76 „ 


75 




• 1 WHTMAA 


• . 6?. 


62 . 


63 


57 


53 


64 . 


62 


70 


63 • 


-.56 




0 


■* WHITTICR • 


65 


* 56 


58 


44 " 


47 


62 


-50 


64 


61 


58 


62 ' 1 
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, * TABLE 1 • ^ 
CALIFORNIA ASSESSMENT PROGRAM RESULTS 
SURVEY OF BASIC SKILLS: * GRADE 3 
SCALE SCORES FOR RESPECTIVE SCHOOLS 
MINORITY ISOLATED SCHOOLS 
MAY 1^78 THROUGH MAY 1980 



a 


t 

SCHOOL 
NAME 


READING 


WRITTEN 
LANGUAGE 


MATH 


PERCENT 


SCHOOL -BACKGROUND FACTORS* 

ENTRY S0€ LOECONOM 1 C PERCENT 
LEVEL TEST INDEX AFDC 


- ' -\ 

v PERCENT * 
LES/NES 


1977-J8 


1978-79 


1979-80 


1979-80 


1979-80 


x MINORITY 


DISTRICT / 


247 




258 


255 


257, 


43.9 


26.93 


2.17 


I6.3 


8.6 


§AKER 




1 1 /1 

1 1 M 


163 


184 


200 


« 89.6 ' 


\ 21.27 


1.38 4 . 


42.0 


19.4 


BALBOA 


200 


159 


170 




~193 


95.0 * 


21.67 


, .1-29 


"41.6 


58.2 


BURBANK 


) ii7 
IM/ 


1 Cc 

165 


<r ■ 
1 OM 




1 «c 
1 op 


qQ Q 

jO . 0 


17.87 ^ 5 1.26 


4l".8 / 


42.4 *' 


Cf?OLLAS 


1 Q 1 


t 

1 ho 


Z03 


190 


* 212 


.95.3 


19.76 


1.22 


'41.7 


18.7 


: ^ EMERSON 




i DM 


1 Ob 


181 / 


19^ 


98 


23.44 


1 65 


46.2 


36.1 


FftEESjU 


209 


206 


•224 


215 . 


234 # 


87.I 


27.50 


2.23 0 


20,3 - 


5.6 


_ Fulton 


On 1 
10 1 


213 


IS 1/ 

216 

- . p 


23 1 * 1 


224 


76.3 


28.07 


~1.54 


18.0 * 


« * 0 0 


* HORTON 


1 bo 


* 


169 


185 


167 


8718 


. 25.65 


1.72 


37.it 


2. 1 


JOHNSON 


00 ^ 


!79 ' 


219 


237 


ff 219 


73.4 


28.05 


2.02 


21.1 


1.8 


KENNEDY 


200 " 


20^4 


185 


188 


189 


98.4 


25.20 


1.57 


38.5 


7.2 
























KNOX 


• ml 


IB8< 


190 

1 


190 




90.1 


26.53 
> 


1.76 


35.6 


1.9 


\ LOGAN 


149 


163 


•17* * 


178 


178 


99.2 


19. L 7 


1.31 




53-3 


LOWELL 


V 

171 

* * 


; 105 


t 

* 1 7 1 * 


170 


- 177 


94.1 


- 14.85 


1.70 


%3.3 


56.0 


MEAD 




"* 




NO GRADE 


3 ENRI 


) L L H £ N t 






t 

> 




SHERMAN 


163 


1 94 


• 188 


188 ~ 


* 

196 


4 94. |- 


15.02 


'1.46 


44.7 


50.0 


STOCKTON 


■' ,79 


166 


* 198 ' 


. F96 


203 


97.9 


23.14 


1.56 


39.5 


20.1 


VALENCIA PARK . ~ 


I7«i 


191 


185 ? ' 


193 


191 


7l!8 


26' 20 


1,98 


20.5 . 


1.8 


WEBSTER 


• 257 


250 


277 s 


258 - 




55-9 


27.07 • . 


2.15 


20.5 


*o 



*SCHOOL BACKGROUND FACTORS: "PERCENT KINORITY" JNFORMAT ION WAS OBTAINED PROM SAN ffl[EGO CITY SCHOOLS' PUPIL ETHNIC CENSUS, 1979-80. 
DATA FOR OTHER BACKGROUND FACTORS WERE OBTAINED ^RDIKTHE -1979-80 SCHOOL LEVEL REPOlTS PROVIDED BY THE CALIFORNIA STATE DEPARTMENT 
EDUCATION VIA THE CALIFORNIA ASSESSMENT PROGRAM. ("SEI" - SOCIOECONOMIC INDEX). 
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California § Assessment 
Program 



SURVEY RESULTS 



School BAKEff ELEMENTARY 
District SAN DIEGO €ITY UNIFIED 
County SAN DIEGO 



Number, of Pupils 
Tested 69 
NES 3 
TOTAL 7 2 



Three content areas^ere tested 
in the new Survey of Basic . 
Skills- Grade 3. ! 



School: 
Reading 

Written Language j 
Mathematics / 



/ 



A. Scaled Scores 



p Scaled scores allow you to 
compare scores from year-to- 
year. 

\ 

For example, your scaled 
score for reading Is 
higher than the previous 
yearns score of 114. 



N Scaled scores also allow you 
to compare . scores between 
content areas 



For example, your reading 
score of 163 Is lower than 
your score of 184 for 
written language. 



1977-78 
169 



1978-79 
114 



1979^80 
163 
184 
200 



B. Comparison Score Bands 

~The bands indicate typical perform- 
ance Of schools or districts which, 
statistically, are like yours. 

For example, 1n reading/ the v> 
scores for schools 1 Ike yours 
range from* 168 to 195. 



- 1979-80 
168 * 195 
175 - 200' 
174 - 203 



District: 
Reading 

Wrftten Language 
Mathematics 



1977-78 
247 



1978-79 
245 



1979-80 
258 
255 
257 1 



197§-80 
243 - 262 
243 - 260 
242 - 261 



I 



C. Background Factor Summary 

Four background factors were used to calculate- the'comparison score, 
bands for your school or district % 
For example, your stfjool 's percent AFOC for 1979-80 was 43,0. 



Entry Level Test. 



Socioeconomic Index 



Percent fi^fDC 



ERIC 



© . Percent LES NES Pupils 



School 
District 



Sehool 
District 



School 
District 



School 
District 



77-78 78-79 • 79-80 f* 

22.14 19.47 21.27 

, &■*■ - * 

27 . 1 1 2? .00 26 . 03, 



'17.4 f^lfe^ 16,3 



-11.7 

s:9 



21.3 
6 .- 8^ 



19.4 
8.6 



' . 0. Pupil Score Distributions 

This section of the^ report enables you to compare ^he distribution of 
your pupil scores with the state distribution of pupil scores. 

For example/., in reading. 4 percent of your pupils scored 1n 
the highest quarter oT the state's distribution. 



Content Area 


Percentage of Pupils in Each Quarter 
of the State Pupil Distribution 


* Below Between m Between Above 
Q, ' O t and Qi 0 2 and 0, 0^ 


Reading 


61% - 23% ^ 12% • 4% 


Written Language ■ 


61% 23% ' 8% 8% 


. Mathematics 


49% ^ 31% 16% 4% 
k ■ : 7 : 



JL Survey of Basic Skills: Grade 3 -r 1 980 

ita I As 



COS ^ ^7 68330-GO39168 
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California I Assessment * 
Program 



SURVEY RESULTS 



School BALBOA ELEMENTARY 
District SAN DIEGO CITY UNIFIED 
County SAN DIEGO 



Number of PuplJs 
Jested 118 
NES \ 16 
TOTAL 1*M 



Three content fcreas«were tested 
in the new purvey of Basic * 
SAr/7/s: Grade 3/* 



/ 



' A* Scaled Scores - 



Scaled scores allow- you to 
compare scores from year-to- 
year. 



For example, your scaled 
score for readlrjg Is 
higher than the previous 
year's score of 159. 



Scaled scpres also allow, you 
to compare score? between 
content $reas. 



For example, your reading 
score of 170 Is lower than 
your score of 184 for 
written language. « 



B, Comparison Score Bands 

The bands indicate typical perform- 
ance of" schools or districts which, 
statistically, are like yours. 



For example. 1n reading, the 
* vscores for schools like yours 
1 rang* troa 166 to 191. 



Scrjool:"' , t 
Readjng 

Written Language 
Mathematics 



1977-78 
200 



1978-79 
159 



1979-80. 
* 170 , 

184 • 

193 



1979-80 
166 -* 191 
173— 196 
180 - 207 



XT 



District: 
' Reading^ 
( * Written Language 
Mathematics 



1977-78 
247 



1978-79 
245 



1979-erj 

258 ' 

255 

257 



1979-80L 
243 - 262 
.243 - 4 260 
9 *24*2 - 261 



/ 



o 



( • ■ • > 

C. Background Factor Summary. v * 

Four background factors were used to calculate the comparison score 
bands for your school or district. » 

For example, your school's percent AFOC f or 1979-80 was 41.6. 


i 

Entry Level Test 


School 
District 


77-78^ 78-79 , 79-80 
20.94 19.64 21.67 « 
2>.11 27.00 26.93 


Socioeconomic Index 
* 


~ School 
District 


ik 

1 . 29 1 . 28 1 . 2a • 
2.14 ^.18 2.17* i 


^Percent AFOG 

• ■ . ■ , 


School 
District x 


49.6 \45.2 41.6"' 
17 s 4 15.9 16^3' 


• Percent L.ES/NES Pupils' 


School 
• District 


41.0 44.0 5S..2 . * R 
5.9 '6.8 8.6 , • 



ERIC- 



f • "'»•.€ . > 

• D, Pupil Score Distributions 

This section of the report enables you to compare the, distribution of 
. your pupil scores with the state distribution of pupil scores. 

For example. In reading. 10 percent of .your pupils scored ,1n 
the highest quarter of the state's distribution. 


a 

Content Are^ , 


* 1 

Percentage of Pupils in Each Quarter 
of the State # Pupil Distribution , 


Below Between * Between Above 
t 0, 0, and 0 ? ' 0? and Q 3 Q' z > 


1 

Reading 


58% . 23% v 9*/. 10% , 


• ; * < 

Written Language 


** — * * 
.61% 17% 14% . 8% 


Mathematics , * 


53% 22% 15% 10% 

*' J 



-fc. Survey of Basic Skills: Grade 3 — 1 980 

m I As 



"CDS 37 68338 6039283 
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California I Assessment 
Program 



SURVEY RESULTS 



School BURBANK ELEMENTARY 
District SAN DIEGO CITY UNIFIED 
County SAN DIEGO 



Number of Pupils 
Tested 48 
NES 11 
TOTAL 59 



Three content areas were tested 
iri the new Survey of Basic 
Skills. Grade 3. 



School., 
Reading 

Written Language 
Mathen^ttics 



A. Scaled Scores 



Scaled scores allow you to 4 
cdmpare^scores from year-to- 
year. 

For example, your scaled 
score for reading Is 
higher than the previous 
year's score pf 165 



Scaled scores also allow you 
to compare scores between 
content areas \ 



For example, your reading 
score of 184 Is Tower than 
^your score of 191 for 
written language 4 



1977-78 
147 



1978-79 
165 



1979-80 
*184 
191 
185 



B. Comparison Score Bands 

The bands indicate typical perform- 
ance of schools or districts which, 
statistically, are like youFS. 



For example. In reading, the 
scores for schoqls like yours 
range from 146 to 175. 

1 



1979-80 
146 - 175 
155 - 181 
159 - 190 



\J1 



District: 
Reading " 
Written Language 
Mathematics 



1977-78 
247 



1978-79^ 
i2-45 




1979-80 
258 
255 
257 



1979- 
243 - 262 
243 - 560 
242 - 261 



C. Background Factor Summary 

Four background facto rs^were used to calculate the comparison score 
bands for your school or disyict. 

For example, your school's percent AFDC for 1979-80 was 4 1.8. 



r 

, Entry Level Test 

\ 


School 
' District 


77-78 % 78-79 79-80 ' 

18.93 17.06 t7.87„ 
27. 11^27. 00 26.93 , 


Socioeconomic Index 
\ * 


School 
• District 


1 ,.33 1 .68 1 .26 

2 '14 2. 18 2.17 


Percent AFDC 


, School 
District 


47.7 39.6 4 1 ta 8 
17.4 15.9 - 16. 3 s 


* * * 

> >ercen» Lf " * 1— »s 

C. 


School 
^ District > 


48.6 35. 4 W 42.4 
5.9 6.8 - 8.6' 

J 



*y D. Pupil Score Distributions' 

This section of {he report enables you to compare the distribution of* 
your pupil scores with ihe state distribution of pupil scores. 

For example. In reading. 8 percent of your pupils scored 1n 
the highest quarter of the state ' s d 1 str 1but 1 on. 



* Contont Af*»n ' 



Reading 



Wntten LqngiKi'K' 
Mathematics 



Percentage of Pupils in E 
of the State Pupil Dist 




Quarter 
tbCition 



Below 


Bp t ween 
O, and 0» 


Betw eeri 
• 0 ? anVi O n 


Above 


52% 


22% 


18% 


8% ' * ■ 


55% 


14% 


21% 




' 59V- 


23% 


10% 


8% 



JC. Survey of Basic Skills: Grade 3 —1980 

lia I As 



CHS ^ T 6039382 



' California I Assessment 
Program 



Number of Pupils 
72 
8 

TOTAL 80 



' Tested 
NES 



Three content areas were tested 
in the new Survey of Bash 
Skills: (\rade 3. 



SURVEY RESULTS 

— — 



School CHOLLAS ELEMENTARY 
District SAN DIEGO CITY UNIFIED , 
County SAN .DIEGO 



— \ — \ 
> 



A. Scaled Scores 



Scaled scores -allow you p to 
compare scores from year-to- 
year * 



For example, your scaled, 
score for reading Is 
higher than the previous 
year's score of 142-: 



Scaled scores also allow you 
to compare scores between,' 
content areas » - 



For example, .your reading 
score of 203 is higher than" 
your score of 190 for 
written language. 



B. Comparison Score Bands 

The^bands indicate typical perform- 
ance of schools or districts which, 
statistically, are like yours 



For example, in reading, the 
score* for schools 1 Ike yours 
range from 156 to* 183. 



School; 

K Reading * ■ 
Written Language 
Mathematics 



1977-78 
19 1 „ 



1978-79 
142 



1979-80 
203 , 
19Q 
212 



1970-80 « 
156 - 183 
164 - 189 
163 - 192 



District; * * 

Reading 

'Written Language 
Mathematics 



1977-78* 
*247' 



1978-79 
245 



-A 



1979-80 
-258 

255 

257 



1979-80 
243- 262 
243 - 260 
- 261 




LOi 



C: Background Factor Summary 

Four background factors wefe used to calculate the comparison score 
bands for your school or district. 

For example, your school's percent AFDC for 1979-80 was 4 1,7. 

v 



Entry Level Test / 



Sqcioeconomic Index 



Percent ARDC 



Percent tJ - MFn i'upiK 

■RJC— ^ 



T 



Schoot 
District 



School. 
District 



School 
District 



School 
District 



77-78 78-79 79-80 
21 .69 19.76 
27.11 27.00 26.93 



1.33 
2. 14 



1 23 

i is 



1 .22 
2. 17 



45.0 4t).1 4V.7 
17.4 15 9 16 3 



}16. 5 
5.9 



18 0 18 7 



6.e 



8 6 



D. Pupil Score Distributions 

This section of the report enables you. to compare the distribution pi 
your pupil scores with the state distribution of pupil scores.^ 

For- example. In reading, 11 percent of yoyr pupils scored In 
the highest" quarter of the state's distribution. 



Content Area 



Reading 

Wntton LnngtiaQp 



Mathematics 



Percentage of Pupils in Each Quarter 1 0 < 

ofMhe State Pupil Distribution, . " ^ x 



4 O^lOW 

0, 


Between 
0, and 0 ? 


Between 
Q v and 0,. 


Above 

Q^ 


43'/ 


28% 


18% 


T\% < ' 


52% . 


27% ' 


- 14%" 


7% 


49% 


21% 


20% 





» I * » • 

JjL Su/vey of Sa&'c S>/7/s; Grade 3 — 1 980 

nia I As 



37 68338 6039507 
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California I Assessment 
Program 



SURVEY RESULTS 



School EMERSON ELEMENTARY . 
District SAN DIEGO CITY UNIFIED 
County san DIEGO 



Number of Pupils 
Tested 68 
NES . ^ 15 V 
TOTAL ' 83 



Three content areas were tested 
In the new Survey of $a$ic 
Skills' Grade 3 -J. 



School: / 
Reading ff . - 
Written Language 
Mathematics • 



District: J ' 

Reading * ' 
• Written' Language 

Mathematics 



A. Scaled Scores 



Scaled scores allow you to 
compar^ scores from year-to- 
year 



For example, your scaled, 
score for reading Is 
higher than the previous 
year's score, of 164. 



Scaled scores also allow \ou 
to compare scores between, 
content areas 



For example , your reading 
score of 186 Is higher than 
your score of 1?1 for * 
wr-Hten language. 



,1977-78 



1978-79 
164* 



1979-80 
186 
181 
194 



1977-78 
247 K 



1978-79 
245 



1979-80, 

258 
.255 

257 



B. Comparison Score Bands 

The bands indicate typical' per^cm- 
ance of schools or-districts which, 
statistically, are like yours 



r 



For example, 1n reading, tbyt 
scores for schools like yours 
range from 183 to 2*11. 

#* 1 



1979-80 
183 - 211 

190 - 2 14 

191 - 221 



1979-80 

V 

>43 - 262' 
243 - 260 
*242 -* 261 



C. Background Factor Summary 

Four ftfekground factors were used to calculate the comparison score 
bands for your school or district. / % - * * 

For example/ your school's percent' AFDC for 1979-80 was 46.2. 



Entry Levef Test 



Socioeconomic index 



7K 



Percent hfDC 



Percent LES/M?S Pupils 



School 
District 



School 
^District 



School 
District 



School 
District 



^77-78 78-79 79-80 

••••• 24.67 23.44 
27.11 27.00 26.93 



2. 14 



1 .27 
2. 18 



1 .65 
»2. 17 



17.4 



47.9 
15.9 



46.2 
16.3 



••••• 22.8*- 36 1 
5 9 > 6.8 8.6 



• ' . V Pupjl Score Distributions 

This section of the report enables you to compare the distribution of 
"your pupil scores with the state distribution of pupil scores. 
^. * ^ * 

• For example. 1n reading, 7 percent of your pupils scored 1iH 

• the highest quarter of the stater's distribution. 

■-« » 


»^ 

Content Area ' 


Percentage of Pupils in* Each Quarter 
of the State Pupil Distribution * 


' / Below Between Between Above 
0. O, and Q. Q> and 0, 0 3 


| » Reading 

? j. f 


53-/. 28% 12% 7% 


W'Hten L^auaqe 


1 

58% > 29% 8%* « 5% 


Mathematics 


^52%* ' 28% ^ 15% 5% ' 
: . * : H i'i n ' 



Jkj -Survey of Basic Skills: -Grade 3 — 1 980 

iia I As 



CPS ^ 37 68338, 60^6,14 a e e JWZ^ £ A<? ! 



California I Assessment 
Program * 



SURVEY RESULTS 



School FREESE ELEMENTARY 

District SAN DIEGO CITY UNIFIED 
County SAN DIEGO 



oo 



Number of Pupils 
Tested 105 
NES 5 
TOTAL 1 ip 



Three content areas were tested 
in the new Survey of Basic 
Skills: Grade 3. 



School: 
. Reading 
» Written Language 
Mathematics 



District: 4 , 

* Reading 

Written Language 

Mathematics 



A. Scaled Scores. 



Scaled scores* allow you to 
compare scores from year-to- 
year. * * 



For example.' your scaled 
score for reqdltag is 
higher than the previous 
year's score of, 2.06. 



Scaled scores also allow you 
to compare scores between 
content areas. 



<For exeniple. your reading 
score of 224 Is higher than 
your score q,f 215 for 
wr 1 1 ten 1 anguage 



1977-78 
" 209 



1978-79 
206 



1979-80 
224 
215 
234 



1977-78 
247~ 



1978-^9 
245 



1979-80 
) 258 

255- 

257 



B. Comparison Score Bands , 

The bands indicate typical perform- 
f ance of schools or disttfcts- which, 
statistically, are like yours. j 

For example. In. reading, the 
scores for schools Hke yours 
range from 238 ^o 264. * • 



1979-80 
238 - 264 
240 - 263 
236 - ?64 



V979-80 
243 - 262 
243 - 260 
242 - 261 



10 



.ERIC 



f > ^ 

C. Background Factor Summary 

Four background factors were used to calculate the comparison score 
bands for your schpol or district. 

For example, your school's percent' AFD0 for 1979-80 was 20.3. 

* "* 


^ Entry Level Test f 


School 
District 


77-78 ■ 78-79 » 79-80 

26.10 28.93 27.50 
27. H 27.00 26.93 


\7 " 

Socioeconomic Index 


• School 
District 


2.01' 1.99 m 2.23 
2.14 2.18 2.17 


Percent AFDC 


School 
District 


19.6 1 19.7 20.3 
17.4 15:9 16.3 * 


7 - V ' 

Percent LES/NEs Pupils ■ 


School. * 
District 


2.4 1.0 5.6 
5 9 6.8 8.6 



D. Pupil Score Distributions * . 

This section of the report enables you to compare the distribution of / * 
> ypur pupil scores with the state distribution of pupil scores. 

For example. In reading. 17 percent of your pupils scored In 
the* highest quarter of the state's distribution. . 


V 

Content Area 


Percentage of Pupils in Each Quarter t 0 0 
of .thm State Pupil Distribution 

■ . ^ ■ — - 


' Bolow Between Between Above 
Q, - 0, and On Q ? and 0, Oi 


Reading 


- 

33% 32% 187. ' 17% 


Written Language 


36% 33% g 14% ^ 17% 


f - 

Mathematics 


P7% ?5% • 25% ^ ^2 3% 



\ 



£ ^Survey of Basic Skills: Grade 3 — 1 980 

X SURVEY RESULTS 



COS 37 %8338 6039630 
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California I Assessment 
Program 



School FULTON ELEMENTARY 
J)lstrict SAN DIEGO CITY UNIFIED 
fcounty SAN DIEGO 




. Three content areas weretested 
1n the- new Srr^ey g/ Basic 
Skills: Grade 3. 



./School 
Reading 

Written Language 
Mathematics 



* District: - 
Reading 
. Written Language 
Mathematics 



A. Scaled Scores 



Scafed scores allow you to 
compare scores <from year-to- 
year. 



For example, your scaled 
score far reading is 
higher than the previous 
year's score of 2 13. 



Scaled scores also allow you 
to compare scores between 
content ar$as. 



For exampl e , your read 1 ng 
score of 216* Is lower than 
your score of 234 for i 
wr 1 \ten language \ 



1977-78 
201 



1978-79 
2f3 



1979-80 
2 16 
234 
224 



1977-78 
247 



1978-79 
245 



1979-80 
258 
255 
257 ' 



B. Comparison Score Bands 

The bands indicate typical perform- 
ance of schools or districts which, 
statistically, like yours • 

• \ .. • - 

For example, in reading, the • 
scores for schools like yours 
range from 2 19 to 248. 



1979-80 
219 - 248 
221 - 248 
217 - 248 



1979-80 
243 - 262 
* 2A3 - 260 
~^242 " 26 1 



ft 



y C. B^fckground Factor Summary 

"our background factors were used to calculate the comparison score 
ands for your school or district 

For\exaropte. your school's percent AFDC tor 1979-80 was 18.0. 



Entry\Level Test 



Socioeconomic Index 



Percent AFDC 



O Percent LES'NfcS Pupils 

ERICS > . 



School 
District 



School 
Distgct 



School 
District 



School 
District 



77-78 78-79 79-80 
26 66 27.46 28.07 
27. It 27.00 26.93' 



1 .86 

2 i 14 



1 .9* 

2 . 18 



1 .54 
2. 17 



25. 1 
17 4 



21 .0 
15.9 



18.0 $ 
16.3) 



5.8 
5.9 



0.0 
6.8' 



0.0 
8 6 



( — , . * 

D. PupiLScore Distributions * 

This section of the report enables you to compare the , distribution of 
your pupil scores with the state distribution of pupil scores. ^ 

For example, in reading, 18 percent of your pupils scored 4n . 
-the Highest quarter of the state's distribution. 

1 


/ 

Content 'Area. - 


Percentage/of Pupils in Each Quarter* 
of the SState Pupil Distribution 

K 

* % , •• • 

! *V , ■ ■ .- 


Below Botween Between Above 
0, Q, and O? 0 ? and 0 3 0 3 ' * 


Reading 


37% 22% 2 3% 18% 


Written Language 


1 

31% 32% 18% 19% 

& / ' 


Mathematics 


32%. 34% 20% ./ 14% 
■ = 1 A V / 
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Cafifornia I Assessment 
Proqram - 



SURVEY RESULTS 



School NORTON ELEMENTARY 
District SAN DIEGO CITY UNIFIECl 
County SAN OlEGO 



Number of Pupils 
Tested 46 
NES 1 
TOTAL 47 



— 7* ^ 

Three content areas were tested 
in the new Survey of Basic 
Skil!$:^jj2de 3. 



> School 
Reading 

Written Language 
Mathematics 
— * 1 — 



Oistrict 

Readtng 
* Written Language 1 

Mathematics 



A. Scaled Scores 



Scaled scores allow you to 
compare scores from year-to- 
year 



Fo* example, your scaled 
sc^ore for readtn^sjs 
lower than the previous 
year's score of 174 

V 



Scaled-scores ^Iso allow you 
lo compare scores between 
content areas 



For example, your reading 
score of 169 Is lower than 
your score of 185 for 
written language 







1977-78 
168 



1977-78 
247 



1978-79 
174 



1978-79 
245- 



1979-80 
169' * 
185 
167 



1979-80 
258 ' 
255 
257 



B. Comparison Score Bands 

The bands indicate typical perform- 
ance of schools or districts which, 
statistically, are like yours ' \ 



For.exarople. 1n reading, the 
scores for schools Hke yours 
range from 202' to 231 



19.79-80 
202 - 231 
207^ - 233 
202 - 233.' 



4r 



t . 1979*80 
243 - 262 
243 - 260 
242 - 261 



a ' 

103 



f ^ 

C. Background Factor Summary 

Four background TSfctors were used to calculate the comparison score 
banas for your school or district 

For example, your school's percent AFDC for 1979-80 was 37 4. 


./Entry Level Test > 

'* '- ■ \ * 


School 
' District 


77-78 78-79 79-SO 

23.44 " 25. 23 25 65 
* 27. M \ 27.00 26.93 


Soaoeconom Ic'fncfeV*' . 


School 
District 


' '*4.4G 1 51 > 1 72 
_ 2 14 2 18 2,>ft\ 


Percent AFDC 


t School 
District 


47 6 40T-2 y 37 4^" 
17 4 15 9 16.3 


Percent LE^/NES Pupils 

1 


School 
. Distnqt 


5.9 3.5 2.1- 
5.9 "« 6.8 8.6 



ERIC- 



■ — — \ 

D. Pupil Score Distributions 

This section of the report enables you to compare the distribution of 
your pupil scores with Jne state distribution of pupil scores 

^For, nvomple. in reading. 4 percent of your pup f 1 s+ scored In • 
1 the highest quarter of the sta*te* s* dist r ibut ion . ~ • 

V 


-> * 

Content Aron 

> 


Percentage of Pupils in Each Quarter 
of the State Pupil Distribution . 


Below Between Between Above. ^ 
Q, Q, and O, ' 0 ? andO» d J. 1 


Readmq 


66% 19% 11% 4 * 


Written LanQtiaqp 


64% 17% M% 5% 


Mathematics 
^r<rtf , : 


72% 17% ' 9% 2% 



"if 



fit 



Jfc_ Surveb of Basic Skills: Grade 3 — 1 980 f 

ita I A: 



*T COS 



37 68338 6039788 



PAGE 



California I Assessment 
Program 



SURVEY RESULTS 



School JOHNSON ELEMENTARY 
District SAN DIEGO CITY UNIFIED 
County SAN* DIEGO 



Klumber of Pupils 
Tested * 54 
NES . 1 
TOTAL 55 



Three content areas were tested 
in the new Survey of Baste 
SkHfsiGracle3. 




A. Scaled Scores 



Spaled scores allow you to' 
compare scores from year-to- 
year. 



For example,, your- scaled 
score for 'reading* is 
tplgher than the* previous 
year's score of 179 



Scaled scores also allow you*? 
to compare scores between 
content areas. 

For exampfe, your „ reading' 
score of 219 4s lower than 
your score of 237 for 
wc 1 t x ten 1 angyage . 



B. Comparison S,core Bands 

The bajids indicate typical perform- 
ance of schools or districts which, 
statistically, are like yours. 



For example. In reading, the 
scores for schools like yours 
ra'nge from 233 to 26 1-. 



Schoc 

Reading 
~ Written Language 

Mathematics 



1977 r 78 
' 223 



1978-79 f 
179 



1979-80 
219 
237 
219 



1979-80 
233 - 261 
x 234 - 260 
230 - 260 



District: » 
Reading 

Writle^Language < 
Mathematics 



1977-78 
2<7 



1978-79 
245 



1979-80 
258 

257 



" t979-80 
243 - 262 
243 - 260 
242 - 261 



C, Background Factor Summary 

.... f £ 



Four background factors were used to calculate the comparison score 
bands for <your school or district. " 

For example, your school's percent AFOC «f or, 1979-80 was 21.1. 



7 

* Entry Level Test 



Socioeconomic In^ex 



Percent AFDC 



Q Percent IES/NES Pupils 



School 
District " 



School 
District 



School 
District 



School 
District 



77-78 78-79 ' 79-80 
28.73 25.87 28.05 
27.11 27.00 26.93 



2.03 
2. 14 



2.24 
2. 18 



2.02 
2. 17 



27.5 
17.4 



31.2 
15.9 



21.1 
16.3 



1.4* 
5.9 



0.0 
6.8 



1 .8 
8.6 



( ' ^ 

.0. Pupil Score Distributions s 

This -section of the report enables you to compare the distribution of 
your pupil scores with the state distribution of pupil scores. 

For example, In reading. 19 percent of your pupils scored In 
the highest quarter of the staters "distribution. 


Content Area 


Percentage of "Pupils in ,Each OuarteiC 
of the State Pupil Distribution 


Below Between Between * Above 
0, . O f and Q ? 0 2 and 0 3 0 3 


Reading 


32% ' 34% , 15% 19% 
, — 


Written Language 


31% 22% 24% 23% 


Mathematics 


37% 32% 18% ' 13% 
' i i • J 
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California I Assessment 
Program 



SURVEY ftESULTS 



School KENNEDY ELEMENTARY 

J31strjct-3AN-OIEG0-€(TY-yNIRED- 
County SAW Diego . 



r 



Number of Pupils 
Tested 80 
NES 4 
TOTAL 84 



Three cpntent areas weretested 
in the new Survey of Baste 
Skills: Grade 3. 



A. Scaled Scores 



Scaled scores' allow you to 
Compare, scores from year-to- 
year. 



tor example, your seated 
score* ftfr reading Is 
lower than the previous 
gear's, score of 204. 



Scaled scores elso allow you 
to compare scores between 
content areas. 



For exampl e. your reading 
score of 185 Is lower than 
your score of 188 for 
written language. 



B. Comparison Score Bands 

The bands indicate typical perform- 
ance of schools or districts which, 
statistically, are like yours. 



For example. In reading, the 
scores for schools like yours 
range from t96 to 222. 



School: 
Reading 

Written Language 
Mathematics 



1977-78 
200 — 



1978-79 % 
204 



1979-80 
185' 
188 
189 



1979-80 

196 - 222 
20O - 225 

197 - 225 



ho 



District:' 
Reading \ 
Written Language 
Mathematics 



•1977. 

247 



■-7* 



1978-79 

I 

245 



1979-80 

258- 
255 
257 



1979-80 

243 262 
243 - 260 
242 - 261 



12 



C. Background Factor Summary' 

Four background factors were used to calculate the comparison score 
bands for your school or district. 

For Example, your' school ' s percent AFDC for 1979-80 was 38.5. 



Entry Level Test 



Socioeconomic Index 



Percent ARDC 



ERIC 



•Percent LES/NES Pupils ' 
4 



School 
District 



School 
District 



School 
District 



School 
Distnjct^ 



' 77-78 

24t76 
27.11 



78-79 ■ 79-80 



26 . 9ff 
27. 00, 



25. ?0 
26.93 



1.48 
2. 14 



1 .63 
2. 18 



42.7 
17.4 



40.3 
,15.9 



1 . 1 
5.9 



3 1 
6.8 



1.57 
2 . 

38.5 if 
16.3 ' 

7.2 
8 6 



th Pupil Score Distributions 



This sectidn of the report enables you to compare the distribution of 
your pupil scores with the state distribution of pupil scores 
* \. 

for example. In reading, 6 percent of your pupils scored 1n 
the highest quarter of thestate's distribution. 



Content Area 



Reading 



Written Lflnai^qc 



Mathematics 



Percentage of Pupils in Each Quarter 
of the State Pupil Distribution 



Below 

56%,- ' 

537, 

4<r/, 



Betwe^a 

O, anrt Ch 

23V. 



\30% 



Between 
Q ? and Or 

15% 

QV 
13% 



Above % 
P3 



6% 
8% 

9% 



1.3 



* I 



JL Survey of Basic Skills: Grade 3 

Off 

iia I A: 



— 1980 



CDS 37 68338 6039838 * 
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| California I Assessment 
Program 



SURVEY RESULTS 



School KNOX ELEMENTARY 
District SAN DIEGO CITY UNIFIED 
County SAN DIEGO 



\ 



Number of Pupils 
Tested 5^ 
NES 0 
TOTAL 54 



Threacefntent areas were tested 
In the new Survey of Baste 
Skills: Grade 3. 



School: 
Reading 

Written Language 
Mathematics 



District: 
Reading 

Written Language 
Mathematics 



Scaled scores allow you to 
compare scores from year-to- 
year \ 



A. Scaled Scores 

Scaled scores also allow you 
to compare scores between 
content areas 



Fpr example, your scaled, 
score fcor reading Is 
higher than the previous 
year's scorte of 168. 



For example, your reading 
score of 190 Is the same as- 
your score of 190 for 
written language. 



1977-78 
134 




1977-76 
247 



1978-79 
245 - 



1979-80 
257. 



B. Comparison Score Bands 

The bands indicate typical perform- { 
ance of schools or districts whiph; 
statistically, are like yours 



For example. In reading, the 
scores for schools like yours 
range from 209 to 238. 



1979-80 
209 ^ 238 
213 - 238 
208 - 238 



1979-80 
243 - 262 
243 - 260 
242 - 261 



C. Background Factor Summary 

Four background factors were used to calculate the comparison score 
bands for your school or district. 
For example, your school's percent AFDC for 1979-80 was 35.6 



Entry Level Test 



Socioeconomic Index 



Percent AFDC 



J ercent LE5'NES Pupils 

ERJC lid 



§chool 
District' 



School 
District 



School 
District' 



School 
District 



77-78 

25.66 
27*. 1 1 



78-79 79-80 
26.53 
26.93 



26. 18 
57.00 



1 90 
2. 14 



1 . 65 ft 76 
2.18^ 2.17 



43. 1. 
f7.4 



33.2 
M5.9 



35.6 
16.3 



0,8^ 
5.9 



3.7 
6.8 



1.9 
8.6 



f ; ; — • < 

D. Pupil Scoxe Distributions 

This section of the report enables you to compare the distribution of 
your pupil 4 scores with the state distribution of pupil scores. 
& • 

For example, 1n reading. 12 percent of your pupils scored in 

the highest quarter%f the Estate' s ^llstr 1bu*1on . 


Content Area 


Percentage of Pupils in Each Quarter 
+ of the State Pupil Distribution 


Below Between Between *w Above 

• O, 9 l*Qt and Q 7 Q? arid 0, 0 3 ^. 

^ • 


Rending 


^ 55% 14% 19% 12% 


Written Language 


57% 24% 14% * 5% 


Mathematics 
v , 


' 57%' * 16% . 13% 1.4% 

_ ■ ' 



Jfc. Survey of Basic Skills; Grade 3 — 1980 
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California I Assessment 
Proqram 



SURVEY RESULTS 



-1980 

• • 


f 

* * 
School ^pg AN ELEMENTARY 






uisinci SAN DJE£0 CITY UNIFIED 




> 

> 


^CountysAN DIEGO > 





r < * > 

Number of Pupils * 

* Tested * 92 • 

NES * 28 

TOTAL 120 ' 

Three content areas were tested 
in the new Survey *of Basic 
Skills: Grade 3. ' 


> 


* A. Scaled Scores 

Scaled scores aHow you to Scaled scores also allow you 
compare scores from year- to- to compare scores between 
year. t content areas. 

For example, your scaled For example, your reading 
score- for reading is * score of 174 Is lower than 
higher than the previous * vour sror« of *i7fl for 0 
year's score of 163. ^ written language 


B, Comparison Score Bands 

The bands indicate typical perform- 
ance of schools or districts which, 
statistically, are (ike yours. 

For example, in reading, the 
scores for schools like yours 
^range from 154 to 180, 


School: 
Reading 

Written Language v 
Mathematics 


) ' " ; p 

1977-78 * 1978^7? 17 1 ' 1979-80, 
149 163 174 • 

— , 1 7 o 

« ' ( • 

/ 1 \ 17 8, 


1979-80 
154 -J80 ? 
163 - t86 
r" 169 - 196 "* . 


District: 

Reading 
* Written Language ' 
% Mathematics 


1977-78/ 1978-79 •„ 1979-80 
» 247 y - 245 * ^ 258 .' y 

1 — / ' ^ " 255 < 

N — / * - 257 

/ : : ♦ : 1 


1979-^ 
243 - 262 
243 - 260 
242 - 261 



< C. Backgfound Factor Summai 

Four background factors were used to calculate \x\p comparison score 
bands for your school or distript. 

For example, your school's percent AFDC for* 1979-80. was 44.6. 



Entry Level Test 


^ School 
District 


77-78 78-79 " 79-80 
19.36 18 63 -19.47 
27 1 1 27.00 26 93 




School 
Dfstrjct 


1 .47 1 64 1.31 
2. 14 2 18 '2. ,17 


Percent AFDC 


School 
District 


49 6 • 47 8 f 44.6 * 
17.4 15. '9- • *?6.3 


i 

Percent LES/NES Pupils ' 

O 4 \ ~ • ^ 


School. 
t Disftri$t 


42.8 42 5* 53 3 
5.9 6.8 * 8 6 



"Tpis section of 
your pupil score 



D. Pupil 'Score Distribution!* 

the report enables you to compare the distribution of 
scores with the state distribution of pupil scores. 



For example, In reading, 11 percent of your pupils scored In 
the* highest quarter of the* state's distribution. 



Confent Area 
Reading' 



Written Langmgo 



Mathematics 



Percentage of Pupils .in Each Quarter 
of the State Pupil Distribution 



Hetoty Between Between 

^^0, and 0 2!J v 0? and 0^ 



N 6 1 % 
62% 



^bove 



16% 



'12% 



1 1% 



ft? 



14%* 



58% 



23% 



. 1 3% 



, >3% 



11% 



6% 



\ 
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lia I As 
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California I Assessment 
" Proqram; 



SURVEY RESULTS 



Number of Pupils 
Tested , 23 
NES 
TOTAL 



50 



Three content areas were tested 
In the new Survey of Baefc 
Skills: Grade 3 

r 



School: 
Reading* 
Written Language 
Mathematics 



District: 
Reading 

Written Language 
Mathematics 



A, Scaled Sco 




page1 

' - K 



School LOWELL ELEMENTARY 
District SAN 0IEGO CITY UNIFIED 
County SAN DIEGO 



Scaled scores allow you to 
compare scores from year-to- 
year. 



For example, your scaled 
score for reading Is 
higher tnan the previous 
year's score of 105. 



Scaled scores also allow you 
to compare scores between 
contenf areas 



For example, your reading 
score of 174 fs higher than 
your score of 170 for 
written language. 
\ 



1977-78 
171 



1978-79 
105 



V 

79-BO 



. 1979-B0 
174 
170 
177 



1977-78 
247 , 



1-978-79 
245 



1979-80. 
258 
255 
257 



B. Comparison Score Bands 

The bands indicate typical perform- 
ance gu schools pr districts which, 
statistically, are like yours. 



For example, 1n reading, the 
scores for schools 1 1ke yours 
range from 142 to 175. 



1979-80 
142 - f75 
152 - 182 
158 - 194 



1979-80 ■ 
2*43 - 262 
243 - 260 
242*- 2?^ 



C. Background Factor Summary V. 

Four background factors were used to calculate the comparisdih score 
.bands for your school pr district. v 

For example, your school '% percent AFDC for 1979-80, was 43.3. 



Entry Level Test 

i 



^5pjw6eco nomic \ ndex 



Percent AFDC . 



^ "ercent LES/NES Pupils 

.ERIC 

1 i o 



School 
District 



Schdol 
District 



School 
district 



School 
District 



77-78 78-79 79-80 



13.06 
27. 11 



14. 18 

27.00 



14 .85 

26.93 



1 .49 

2'. 14 



1 . 10 

2 . 18 



1 . 70 
2.17 



52.5 
1-7.4 



45.5" 
15.9 



43,3 
16 >3 



62.8 

5.9 ' 



81^4 
6.8 



*6.0 
8.6 



1 1 9 



r f + \ 

D. .Pupil Score Distributions/ 

• j * 
This section of the report enables you to compare the distribution £f 

your pupil scores with the stateldlstributlon of pupil scores. 

* — . 

V 

for example. In reading 3 percent of your pupils scored in 
the highest quarter of the staters distribution. 


s 

t 

Content Area 


• * 

' Percentage of Pupils in Each Quarter 
of the State Pupil Distribution 


i ♦> 
Below Between Between Above 
0, 0, and Q ? 0 ? |nd 0 3 


Readmq 


60% 32% 5% 3% 


Written Language 


74% 21% S% * 0% 


Mathematics 


59*/. 28% * 9% 4% 



i - JSL Survey of Basic Skills: Grade 3 — 1 980 

' op 

' ■ pall ' < Xgrar SSment t " SURVEY RESULTS 




♦ COS 37 63338 6040158 
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Schop! SHERMAN ELEMENTARY 
District SAN tilEGO CITY UNIFIED 
Ctfunty SAN DIEGO 



Number of Pupils >, 
Tested"^ bi , 
NES * 29 
TOTAL - HO 



Three content areas were tested 
in the new Survey of Basic 
Skills: Grade- 3. 



Scaled (scores allow you to 
compare^ scores from year-to- 
year. 



For example^ your- scaled 
score for reading is 
lower than the previous 
year's score of 194 



ores 

Scaled scores also allow you 
to compare ^scores between 
content are§s. . 

For example, your reading 
score of 188 Is the same as 
your score of 188 for 
written language.' t% 



B. Comparison Score Bands 

The bands indicate typical perform- 
ance of schools or districts which* 
statistically, are like yours. * , 



For example, In reading, the 
scores for schools like yours 
range from 138 to 164, 



on 



School: 
Reading ' 
Written Language 
Mathematics 



1977-78 

' 163 , 



1978-79 



194 



•1 



1979-80 
188 . 
188 
196 



1979-80 
138 - fltfV 
148 - 173 
154 - 182 



District: 
* Reading 
, Written Language 
Mathematics 



1977-78 



247 



1978-79 
24$ 



1979-80 

258 
* 255 

257 



1979-80 
243* - 262 
243 - 260 
242 s - 261 



ERIC 



C. Background Factor Summary 

Four background factors were used to calculate the comparison score 
bands for your school or district. ^ m ' 

For example, your school's percent AFDC for 1979-80 was 44.7. 

* \ * 

* \ 


Entry Level Test 


School 
District 


77-78 78-79 79-80 
16.25 ,15.52 15.02 
27. 1 1 27.00 26.93 


° Socioeconomic Index* 

U ' 


School 
District : 


1.46 1.43 1.46 
. 2. 14 2. 18 2. 17 


Percent AFDC 


School 
District 


^ 50.9 . 48.3 44.7 * 
17.4 . 15.9 ' * 1%.3 


Percent LES/NES Pupils' 

3 


School • 
District 


58.6 56.0 50.0, 
5.9 • 6 *8 8 6' 

J 



D. Pupil Score ©fstrlbutlons ^ * 

This section of the report enables you to compare the distribution of 
your pupil scores with the state distribution of pupil scores 

For example, In reading, 10 percent of your pupils scored tn 
the highest quarter of the state's distribution. 


Content Area 
— 4 ' - 


Percenta§e~oTStupils' in EactvQuarter 
of the State Pupil Distribution 


B^low i Between Between Above 
"Q, * 0, and 0 ? _^ '0? and Q 7 Q 3 


Readinq 


52% 24% "-H^X ,10% 12. 


Written Language . 


- - - ■ , . 

56% • T 21% 14'/ 9% 




Mathematics 


52%, 27% 12% * 9% ' • 



& 

nia | As 



California | Assessment 

. , Program 



Survey of Basic Skills: Grade 3 — : 1§80 

SURVEY RESULTS 



• COS * 37 68336 6040190 
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School STOCKTON ELEMENTARY 
District SAN DIEGO CITY UNIFIED 
County SAN DIEGO 



Number of Pupils 
Tested 62 
NES 1 
TOTAL * 63 



Three content areas were tested 
in the new Survey of Basic 
Skills: Grade 3. 



School: 
. Reading 
. Written Language 
Mathematics 



District: 
Reading 

Written Language 
Mithematica 



A: Scaled Scores 



Scaled scores allow you to 
compare scores from year-to- 
year, o 



For example, your scaled 
score for reading Is 
higher than the previous 
year's score of 166. 



Scaled scores also allow you 
1o compare scores between 
content areas. - 



For example, your readl^ 
scpre of 198 Is higher^ 
your score of 196 for^ 
written ^jpafre. 



1977-78 
179 



1978-79 
166 



1979-80 
198 
196 
203 



1977-78 
2T? ■ 



1978-79 
245 



1979-80 
258 
255 
257 



B. Comparison Score Bands 

The bands indicate typical perform- . 
ance of schools or districts which, 
statistically, are like yours. 



For example. In reading, the 
scores for schools* like yours 
range from 184 to 211. 



1979-80 
184 - 211 
189 - 215 
189 - 218 



1979-60 
24? - 262 
243 - 260 
242 - 261 



C. Background Factor Summary 

Four background factors were Used to' calculate the comparison score 
bands for your school or district. 

For example, your school's percent AFOC for 1979-80 was 3975. 



Entry Level Test' 



Socioeconomic Index 



Percent AFDC 



^ °ercent LES/NES Pupils 

EMC 199 



School 
District 



Schodl 
District 



School 
District 



School 
District 



77-78 76-79 79-80 



24 , 30 
27.11 



19.74 
27.00 



23. 14 
26.93 



1. 19 

2. 14 



1 ,37 
2. 18 



1.56 
2. 17 



494 

174 



44.7 

15.9 



39.5 
16.3 



12.2 
5.9 



8. 1 
6.8 



20. 1 
8.6 



f < i 

D. Pupil Score Distributions 

This section of the report enables you to compare the distribution of 4 
your pupil scores with the state distribution of pupil scores. 

For example, 1n reading, 4 percent of your pupils scored 1n 
the highest quarter of the state's distribution^ 


Content Area 


Percentage of Pupils in- Each Quarter 
of the State Pupil Distribution 

• » < 


Below Between Between ♦ Above 
0« O t antj 0 ? 0? and 0 ? Q 3 


Reading 


38% 4 1% . 17% 4% 


Written Langu^gp 


ft 

51% 24% . 16*/. 9% 


Mathematics 


42% " 34% 20% 4% 
1 ■ iiu, ' 



Survey 6i 'Basic Skills: Grade 3 — 1980 

^o$ra^ eSSment SURVEY RESULTS 



COS 37 68338 604Q2S7 
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School VALENCIA PARK ELEMENTARY 
District SAN DIEGO CtTY UNIFIED ' 
County SAN DIEGO 



Number of Pupils 
Tested t09 
NES * i' 

TOTAL 1 10 



Three content areas were tested 
in the hew Survey of Basic 
Skills: Grade 3. 



A. Scaled Scores 



Scaled scores allow you to 
compare scores from year-to- 
year. 



For example, your scaled 
score for reading Is 
lower than the previous 
year's score of 19 1. 



Scaled scores also allow you 
to compare scores between 
content areas. 

wor example, your reading 
score of IBS Is lower than 
your score of 193 for 
wrftten language. 



B. Comparison Score Bands 

The bands indicate typical perform- 
ance of schools or districts which, 
statistically, are like yours. 



For exaopte. in reading, the 
scores for school*' like yours 
range t row 224 to 250. 



Schopl: - 
Reading 

Written Language 
Mathematics 



1S77-78 
174 



1978-79 
191 



CO 



.Districtf • i 
.Reading 
Written Languag 
Mathematics 




1979*80 
185 
193 
191 



1979*80 
224 - 290 
227 - 250 
223 - 250 



1977-78 
247 r 



1978-79 
245 



1979-80 
2&6 
255 
257 



1979-60 
243 - 1262 
243 - 260 
242' - 261 



, C. Background Factor Summary - ° 

Four background factors were used to* calculate the comparison 4core 
bands for your school or district. 

For example, your school's percent AFDC for 1979-80 was 20.5. 



Entry Laval Tast 

. > 'p 


9 

Schoor 
Qistrict' 


77-78 . .78-79 79-80 
25.76 25.44 26.20 
27,11 27.00 * 26.93 


2 Socioeconomic Index 


School 
PJstrict 


1.51 2.30 , 1.9B 
2M4 2. IB 2. 17 


Percent AFDC 


School 
District 


38.1 22.5 *■ 20\5 
17.4 15.9 16.3 


Percent LES/NES Pupils 


School 
District 


£.4' 2,0 1.8* 
• 5.9 6.8 8.6 * 

♦ * J 



f ■ * " < 

D. Pupil Score Dlatributiont 

This section of the report enables you to compare the distribution of 
* your pupil scorei with the state distribution of pupil scores. ^ v 

For example, in reading. 9 percent of your puptls scored In 
the highest quarter of the*atate's distribution. 


Content Area 


1 Pe/cerrtage of Pupils in Each Quarter 
of the State Pupil DistPbution 


BpIow " Between . Between Above 

. 0, * *O f and Q ? Q ? and Oj Q 3 v 


5 Roadmq 
V^ritlfn Langiiaoo 


49% , 28% 14% 9% ^ 


50% - 27% , 13% 10% 


Mathematics 

v 


% 

60% 25% /f . t+%' 11% 



& Survey 

iia I A? 



California I Assessment 
Proqrnm 



of Basic Skills: Grade 3 — 1 980 

SURVEY RESULTS 



•cos 



37 68338 6040273 



. / * * 
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School WEBSTER ELEMENTARY 
DIstriCt.SAN DIEGO CITY UNIFIED 
County SAN DIEGO 



Number of Pupils 
Tested 56 
NES 0 
TOTAL. . 56 



Three content areas were tested 
in the new Survey of Basic 
Skills:* Grade 3. N % . 



f A. Staled Scores 



Scaled scores allow you to 
compare scores from year-to- 
year 



For example, your scaled 
score for reading is 
higher than the previous 
year's store of 250 



Scalefa scores also allow you 
to compare scores between 
content areas 



For example, your reading 
score of 277 Is higher than 
your score of 258 for 
wrl tten language. 



B: Comparison Score Bands 

The band§, indicate typical perform* 
ance of schools or districts which, 
statistically, are like yours. 



For example. In reading, the 
scores for* schools like yours 
range from 231 to 263. 



School: 

. Reading 
Written Language 
Mathematics - 



1977-78 
257 



1978-79 
250 



V 



1^9-80 
277. 
258 
254 



1979-80 
231 - 263 
233 - 261 
229 - 26 T 



District: ; v 
Reading 
f Written Language 
Mathematics^. 



1977-78 
247 



1978-79 
245 



1979-80 
258 
255 
257 



1979-80 
243 - 262 
24*3 - 260 ' 
242 - 261 



C. Background Factor Summary 

Four background factors were used to calculate the comparison score 
bands for your school or district. * 

For example, your school ",s percent AFDC for 1979-80 was 20.5. 



Entry Level Test^ 



Socioeconomic Index 



Percent* AFDC 



f 



y Percent LfT> HES ^up»«s . 

y^i26, — - 



School 
District 



School 
District 



School 
District 



School 
District * 



77-78 78-79 



25.55 
27. 11 



27.20 
27.00 



79-80 

27.07 
26.9? 



2. 17 
2 14 



1 ; 96 
2.«'18 



2. 15' 
2 17 



24.3 
17.4 



21.9 
15.9 



20.5 
16.3 



1.8 
5.9 



0.0 
6 8 



0.0 
8.6 



. - D. Pupil Score Distributions * . 

This section of the report enables you to compare the distribution of 
your pupil scores with the'state distribution of pupil scores. * ' 

For example, in reading, 23 percent ,of ''your pupils scdred In 
the highest quarter of the state's distribution. > 



Percentage of Pupils in Each Quarter 
, of the State Pupil Distribution 





Below 


Between * 


between 


Above 


Content Area 


0, , • 


0, and 0 ? 


0 ? and 0 3 


0, 


Readtnq 


14% ; 


27% 


36% 


23% 


? Written Language 


15% 


31% . 


28% 


26% 


Mathematics - 


nA% 


24% 


26% , 


. 27% 

• 
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'TABLE 2 / 
CALIFORNIA ASSESSMENT PROGRAM RESULTS 
SURVEY QF BASfC SKILLS: GRADE 6 

MAY 1977 THROUGH MAY I98O* 
AVERAGE PERCENT OF ITEMS ^CORRECT 
FOR MINORITY ISOLATED SCHOOLS 



SCHOOL 
NAME 




READI 


NG* 




WRITTEN EXPRESS ICnL 


SPELLING 


• * 


MATHEMATICS 




scho6l 


BACKGROUND FACTORS 


1977 


1978 , 


1579 1980^ 


k 1977 


1978 


1979 




1977 


1978 


1979 


1980 


1977 


1978 


1979 


1980 


MINORITW-SEI 


rtKUtNl 

AFDC 


rtKLtNT 

L CO/ nCD 


DISTRICT 


68 


^ 68 


68 


68 


67 


66 


66 ' 


66 • 


65 


66 % 


65 


65 


62 


61 


61 


62 


43.9 


2.15 


14.7 


6.6 


BAKER 


44 


-54 


49 


44 


46 


53 


^5 


, * 
t43. 


47 


55 ; 


48 


45 


**o 


51 


45 


43 


fin C 


1.39 


42.0 


20.6 


BALBOA 


55 




50 


\ 47 


50 


54 


53 




55 


58 ( 


57 


54 




49 


• *»9 


ha ' 
49 


95.0 


1 .30 


4'1.6 


21.4 / 


BURBANK 










N 0 


G 


R A D E 


6 


E N R 


0 L L 


MEN 


T 






• 












^CHOLLAS 


li5 


50 






46 


47 


4? 


47 


50 


56 


46 


56 


hi 


48 


46 




95.3 ♦ 


1.46 


41.7 


30.4 


EMERSON 


47 


42 


'47 


46' 


42 


48 


46 


40 . 


48 


52 


58 


46 




38 


47 




98,3 


1 .22 


46.2 


14.9 


FREESE 


61 


0 1 1 


55 


59* 


,*60 


55 


'56 


60 


65 


64 


62 


60 ■ 


51 


- 53 


'59 


57 


87.1 


1.81 


20.3 • 


8.9 


FULTON 


47 


52 


57 


0 1 


• 50 


52 


V 54 


65 


58 


61 


66 


64 ' 


39 


. 47* 


50 • 


cfl 

50 


76.3 


2. 10 


18.0 


0.0 


NORTON 




48 


50 


51 


45 


51 


48 


57 


54 


56 


52 ' 


53 , 


48 


50 


50 


50 


87.8 


1.46' 


37.4 


5.4 


* 

JOHNSON 


?6 




48 


49 


56 


52 


52 


54 






5Q 
• 


j j 


*io 




iiQ 


CO 

52 


73.4 


1.92 


01 1 


0.0 


KENNEDY 


44 


52 


51 




46 


51 


49 


45 




54 


53 


55 


41 


45 


43 


41 


98.4 


121 


38.5 


1.7 


KNOX 


48 


52' 1 


55 




49, 


53 


50 


50 


\ 54 


55 * 


6r 


54 


49 


44 




50 


90.1 


1.18 


35.6 


0.0 


LOGAtf 




44 


39 


49 


41 


41 


39 


45 


52 


52 


45 


52 


43 


42 


41 


-45 


99.2 


1.41 


44.6 


39.7 


• LOWELL 
> 


• 56 


*9 


47 


43 


49 


■35 


42 


42 


'55 


54 


54 


'57 


44 


46 


40 


44 


94.1 


1.31 


A3. 3 


29.7 1 


MEAD ' 

1 










N 0 


G 


R A 0 E 


6 


E N R 


0 L L 


ME N 


T 


















•SHERMAN 


47 


45 


44 


^3 ' 


46 


46 


42 


44 


54 


50 


51 


46 


51 


48 


43 


46 


94.1 


1.07 


44.7 


54.4 


STOCKTON , 


41 


40 


55 




43 


39 


54 


45 


49 


52 




58 


' 44 


44 


46 


48 


97-9 


1.47 


39.5 


18.8 


VALENCIA PARK 


* 50 


52 


56 


. 58 . 


49 fc 


51 


53 


61 


59 


58 


60 ' 


59 


51 


49 


51 


'52 


71.8 


1.88 


20.5 


0.0 


WEBSTEft 


55 


63 


62 1 


63 


56 


62 , 


V 


60 


58 


65 


*61 


57 


49 


54 


57 


60 


55.9 


1.57 


20.5 


0.0 



. - /. 

♦SCHOOL BACKGROUND FACTORS: "PERCENT MINORITY" INFORMATION WAS OBTAINED FROM SAN -DIEGO CITY SCHOOLS 1 PUPIL ETHNIC CENSUS, 1979-80. 
DATA TOR OTHER BACKGROUND FACTORS WERE OBTAINED FROM THE 1979-80 SCHOOL LEVEL REPORTS PROVIDED BY THE CALIFORNIA STATE DEPARTMENT 
O EDUCATION VIA THE CALIFORNIA ASSESSMENT PROGRAM. ("SEI" - SOCIOECONOMIC INDEX) . 
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County UN OlfcOO ' 
District IAN 0IE0O CITY 
School MID, SAKIR 



Cbmpoifooh 4 



The Percent Correct score is the percentage of 
correct responses made by your pupils on the 
test items in each content area The test scores 
are shown tor your district and your school. Essen 
tial information for interpreting these scores wilt 
be found in the interpret tve Supplement 



IN l 979*«0 YOU* 8ZXTM 
QrUDEfti CORRECTLY ANSWERED 
43,* RERCfcNT OF THE , 
RlADlNS QUESTIONS, 



Content Area 



Year 



District 



School 



Content Area 



Year 



Comparison Score Band 
(Exprwsed « Percent Correct) 



197778 J % <*fr § 7 

1978- 79 * <*6.7 

1979- 80 



The Comparison Score 3a nd is a range of numbers 
developed uniquely for your school or district against 
which your actual score can be compared The band 
represents -Percent Correct scores of schools or 
dtstncts which, statistically, are like yours The band 
is calculated for your school orxhstnct by using the 
values of the background factors listed under the 
Background Factor Summary 4 



FOR EXA*PLE# IN HEAD JNQ, THE 
COMPARISON SCORE BAND, JNQI* E 
CATIRC TYPICAL PERFORMANCE 
Or SCHOOL* LIKE YOURS, 
RANItf FROM 47,6 TO J«,<| 
FERCtNT CORRECJ, 




^ 130 




£«>j8Hfi on th» 5vrv#y cf S««c Siaife &rtuh ^1873 -€?) 




The Percent Correct tcwt a the percentage of 
correct responses made by yetx pupils on the 
test items m each content area The test scores 
re shown for your dretnct and your school. Essen- 
tial information for interpreting these scores will 
be found in the Interpret!^ Supplement 



W If 7t*«i> yOUR SIXTH 
•RftDtftS C0R5CCTLY ANdHEREO 
47*4 PERCENT Or THE 
iftfAOtNO QUESTIONS, 




Conterft Area 



Bedding 



Written 
Expression 



Spelling 



Mathematics 



^1977-78 

1978- 79 

1979- 80 

1977- 78 

1978- 79 

1979- 80 

1977- 78 

1978- 79 

1979- 80 

1977 78 

1978- 79 

1979- 80 



District „ School 



6e.3 

68.3 

61,9 
69. S 

66.0 

_ 

65»6 
69.1 
65.2 

61,1 
60.6 
61.5 





Content Aree 



Reading 



Written 
Expression 



Spelling 



Mathematics 



Year 



1977- 78 

1978- 79 
197930 



Comparison Score Band 

IS xpf.twKj «i Percent Co/ reel I 



0_ 



46,1 
49.6 

47. a 



197778 
19^8-79 
1979-80 



44.6 
47.6 
49.6 



19777 
1978-79 
1979^80 



IJ.T 
SJ.6 
58.5 



$0,3 

«•* 

52. J 

5».S 
56. a 

5T.5 



The Comparison Score Bend rs a rO^e of nuwfceo 
developed uniquely for your school or district against 
which your actual score can be compared The band 
represents Percent Correct scores o*"* school* or 
districts which, statistical fy, are yours The bend 
ts calculated for your school or district by usmg the 
values of the background factors listed under the 
Background Factor Summary. 



FOft examplc, in riadinq, jm 

COHfAftllON IC0*ri*N$« tNOt* 
CaTINO TyUMI'HWOShaXCS 

or iQftooit' uiki rOUMf 

RANGES FR0H'4t;« TO S3.0 



13^ 



This section of the report enables you to compare 
the distribution of your pupil scores with the state 
distribution of pupil scores The three quartile points 
(Qj. O?, Q 3 .) divide the state distribution of pupil 
scores into four equal sj£e groups, or quarters The 
percentage of y£ur pupils scoring in each quarter*!* 
reported f^ane four content areas 




for sxA^ir: ax of your 

PUPIL! nO S6ADIN0 3C0KE8 
ABOvC THE THtRO Q'JA^TIIE 
C0MFA8E* f^XTh 25X -In THE 
STATE, 



Content Area 

Readinq^ 

Wrjten 
Expression 

Spelling £ ^ 

, 

Mathern|ptcs 



1977 78 

1978- 79 

1979- 80 

1977- 78 

1978- 79 

1979- 80 

1977- 78 

1978- 79 

1979- 80 



. 1977 78 
. 1978-79 
197930 




Percentage of Pupils in 

Each Quarter of the 
State Pupn Distribution „ < , 

_ *__X_- V_ « * 

<*e«i ?*%' i3*l 16%', 
sa*i t9*i io% 17%, 

4**' ?5 £ 1 6 V ft % I 
4ft sj 27%,12% 17% * 

46% a % i*%i [y% % 

36% % 20% 20%' 
3d% tff% 21% ia% 

50% 16 % 15* 19% 

'*% 1S % 10 




Background Factor 



Socioeconomic 
Index 



District 
Value 



Percent 
AFDC 



Percent 
LES/NES 
. Pupijs 

>■ ■ — 




1977 78 

1978 79 
1979-80 



The background factor values reported here were 
used in the calculation of your Comparison Score 
Bands for 1979-80 • The Intcrpretm Supplement 
provides sources and definitions of the background 
factors. 



FCfft'iXArtFuC, YOUR SCHOOL'S 
AF£C COUNT. FQA *97f«|0 rUt 

4i.6 n*sm 9 . 



nWtar,~U*ttm details. 






County »AN DlfCO ^ 
District OiEftQ CITY 
School* CMOuUI 



S 






^ Coumv 0122 ' 
District 8A* CX T V 

School E«E*80N CUlMfNTARV 



The Percent Correct score is the percentage of 
correct responses made by your pupils on the 
test items tn each content area Th« test scores 
are shown&or yodr districr^od your school Essen 
till tnfocmatton for interpreting these scores will 
be found in the Interpretive Supplement 



In i*T9**o ydu& sixth- .„ 

GRADERS CORRECTLY ANSWERED 
REA0XN3 QUESTIONS. 



Percent Correct 



Content Area 



Reading 



Written 
t Expression 



Spelling 



Mathematics 




Year 



197778 
, 1978-79 
1979-8Q 

1977- 78 

1978- 79 

1979- 80 

1977- 78 
J 978-79 
1979-80 

i 1977-78 

1978- 79 

1979- 80 



District 



School 




Content Area 



Reading 



Mathematics 



a Year 


Comparison Score Band 
JExprewd ai P«rc«r»i Corrtct) 


1977-78 
-| l978-7£ 
197930 


44,4 
46, U 


• 51,2 
- 53.6 


1977- 78 

1978- 79 

1979- 80 


42.6 

44.6 


• 49,6 

• 53,0 


■ 1977-78 
1978-79 
197930 


* 

49,9 
51.5 


• 5*. 3 

• sa. j 


| 1977-78 j- 

1978- 79 [ 41,6 

1979- 80 , 42,2 


- 4a,a 

• 50,2 



The Comparison Score Bend it a range of numbers 
developed uniquely for your school or district against 
which your actual score can be compared The band 
represents Percent Correct scores of schools or 
districts which, statistically, are like yours The band 
ts calculated for your school or district by imng the 
values of the background factors Ifsted under trie 
Background Factor Summary. 



FOR EXA*Flfi, IN RUDJNQ, THE 
COMPAflllOtf SCORE ftANPe IN*1« 

cat ino typical f«wo*ma*ce 

OF tCHOOi.5 LXKI " 
RAtffJES FRO* 46,4 T6 IJ.S 
FS^CSNT CORRECT, " 



3-. 



This section of the report enables you to compare 
the distribution of your pupil scores with the state 
distribution of pupil scores. The three quartile points 
(Qt. 02. Q3.) divide the state distribution of pupil 
scores into four equal-size groups, or quarters The 
percentage of your pupils scoring in each quarter 'is 
renorted for the four content areas 



FOR EXAHPLE, 5* OF YOUR 
FURXLS'nAD READING SCORES 
ABOVE THE THIRD QUARTILE 
COMPARED WITH 251 IN THE 
•TATE. 



m« . ^ f Percentage o! 



13G 



Content Are 



Reading 



Written 



Year 



1977-78 
197879 
197-9-80 

1977- 78" 

1978- 79 



Percentage of Pupils in 

Each Quarter of the 
State Pupil Distribution 



7%.. 
4% 



Expression 1979 ^ 0 



Spelling 



Mathematics 



197778 
197879 
1979-80 
1977-78 
197879 
1979-80 



61% 21**11* 
5?% '33% 11% 
fr0% '22% iz% * 5% 
47%~28*!.3l%j" 4% 
49% »9% 13% . 9% 
69% j 6jfe 1 2% 3% ^ 

35% a*%T2 7 %j u% 

3fi*Li7-% 17% 2fl% 

jJ9-% 17% Q% 

*S*% St* io%T 

56% ^2% 16% 



?%| 
9 

6% 




Background Factor Year 



Socioeconomic 
Index 



Percent 
AFDC ' 



Percent 

LES/NES 

Pupils 



District 
Value 



School 
Value 




197/ 78 

1978- 75 

1979- 80 

197778 
197879 
1979-8Q 



15,6 
14,3 
1<»,7 

w 3#6 
0.6 



17,6 
30,0 
14,9 



The background factor values reported here* were 
used in the calculation of your Compahson Score 
Bands for 1979-80 The Interpretive Supplement 
provides sources and definitions of the background 
factors 



FOR EXAMPLE, YOUR tCHOOl •« 
AFDC COUNT FOR 1979-80 
46.2 PERCENT, 



137 







Nupntw of Piipib U*tcT 



47 TESTED 




WW- 





4* 



County BAN DIEGO 
District IAN OIEGD CITY 
School MEtlE CUEMCNT ART 

j^CPS 



ft 

H 



The Percent Correct score is the percentage of 
correct responses < made by your pupils on the 
test items in each content area The test scores 
are shown for your district and your school. Essen- 
tial information for interpreting these scores will 
be found in the interpretive Supplement 



IN 1979.90 YQU9 SIXTH 
QftAQtftS COft*£CTLrY AN8XERED 
$9.3 PERCENT or T^e 
READING 9UE9TI0N9. 



Percent Correct 



Content Area 



Reading 



Written 
Expression 



Year 



1977 78 
1978-79 
197930 



District 



68.3 
67.9 

6*. 3 



School 



61.3 
55.0 
59. i 



197778 
197879 
1979-80 



63.9 
65. & 

66,0 



55.3 
56.3 



Spelling 



1977- 78 ' 

1978- 79 , 

1979- 80 



65.6 
65.1 
65.2 



63.5 
62.0 
60.? 



Mathematics 



1977- 78 

1978- 79 

1979- 80 



61.1 
60 .o 

61.5 



53.6 
53.7 
57. a 



Content Area 



Reading 



Wrif&n 
Expression 



Spelling 



Year 



1977- 78 

1978- 79 

1979- 80 



Comparison Score Kind 
(Expressed as Percent Correct) 



59.2 

60,7 
59.7 



64.0 
66.1 
65.3 



1977- 78 

1978- 79 
197930 



**.9 
56.6 
57.3 



62.1 
6*. 4 
64.1 



4 



1977- 78 

1978- 79 | 
197930 



59*0 

59.9. 

59.5 



63.4 
64.9 
64.5 



Mathematics ' 



1977- 78 

1978- 79 
197930 



51.4 

52. 

52 



•h - 57.4 
.7 • 59A 
.4 • 59.7 



The Comparison Score Band is • range of numbers 
developed uniquely for your school or district against 
which your actual score can be compared. The band 
represents Percent Correct scores of schools or 
districts which, ttattst^ally, are like yours The band 
is calculated for your school or district by using the 
values of the background factors listed under the 
Background Factor Summary. 



FOR EXAMPLE f IN READING, THE 
COMPANION ICOftE IANOj INDI- 
CATING TYPICAL >E*P0ftHANCg 

of icriood like nous, ; • 

?ANGEI FAQM 19.7 TO 45.3 
PERCENT CQMICT. ' * . 



35s' 



This section of the report enables you to compere 
the distribution of your pupil scores with the state 
distribution of pupil scores. The three quartile points 
(Qi, Gfe. QaJ divide the state distribution of pupil 
scores into four equal-size groups, or quarters. The 
percentage of your pupils scoring m each quarter is 
reported for the four content areas 



F0« ElUKMe 

PUPXLt.HAO HAMNfif SCORES 
*IQVI TMt THIPD QUA^TILI- 
C0HMHE6 WITH *SX IN THE 
•TATC. 



Content Are 



'Year 



Percentage of Pupils in 
Each Quarter of the 
State Pupil Distribution 



Reading 



Written 
Expression 



1977- 78 ; i7«| 2r*fio* 

1978- 79 I *H 30 %j «f U* 
1979^0 ; 55* 27*i 21*1 17^ 

Jfi 30%' fiid J}5 
3#%p " 



1077-78 

1978- 79 

1979- 80 



Spejling 



1977- 78 

1978- 79 

1979- 80 



Mathematics 



1977- 78 

1978- 79 

1979- 80 



31**3 

31%' 15 
l\% ?6*J2* 
*7%i 30% 21 
11% 2j2% |g 



11% 

19% 



23% 



} J#*[ 2¥*j 2**) 
192 3*2 243 21% 

30%; 1^33^ 19* 





The background factor values reported here were 
used in the calculation of you Comparison Score 
Bands for 1979-60. The Interpret {ye $upptoment 
provides sources end definitions of the .bade ground 
factors. 



P0ft iXANPlti YOUR •CH00US 
AFOC CJOUNT FO* i«7*-*0 »Al 
20, J WCINT, 




" . 139 



The Percent Correct score <j "he pare? mage of 
correct responds made by your ^p-'s ^» the 
test items »n each content area The test scores 
are shown for your district and your school Essen 
tot information for interpreting these scores will 
be found in the trHerpretive Supplement 



Jtf tw-eo YOUR SIXTH 
QtyDERE CORRECTLY ANExERiO 

60 # s percent or the 

RCAOINQ QUESTION!, 



P.rcertt Correct 



Content Area 



Reading 



Written 
Expression 



Spelling 



Mathematics 



- \ o^L*. ,4>CsV~ J^TTjf ~ 2, 



1977- 78 

1978- 79 
197930 

1977 78 
1978-79 
197930 

1977-78 
1973 79 
197930 

1977 73 

1978 79 
197930 



Oistr \<T 



68,3 
6% 9 
66.3 

65,9 

65. a 

66, J 

65.6 
65.1 
65.2 



61 

6C 
61 



School 



57. 4 
60.8 

53.9 

,6^.6 

60..S 

b3.6 

M6.7 
50.0 
3d. 3 



Content Area 



Reading 



Written 
Expression 



Spelling 



Mathematics 













U>««va i 


ion Scor* Band 


fedf 


It xjyet«K) ay Perronr Correct) 


1977 78 


56.3 


• 


61,0 


1978-79 




• 


6fl,7 


197930 






ft.* ' 


1977-78 


T 


If 


61«l 


■1978-79 


55. 6' 


• 


63.0 


197930 


62.0 


• 


69.6 


1977 78 


57.0 


m 


61,2 


1978 79 


57.5 


m 


64. S 


197930 


61.1 


m 


6d.l 


1977 78 


49.4 


m 


56.6 


1978 79 


5C.0 


m 


57,6 


197930 


55. a 


• 


63. « 



The Comparlion Scot. Band n a rang, of numbers 
developed uniquely for your school or district against 
wt>4oh your .dual score can be compered The band 
represents Percent Correct scores of schools or 
districts which, statistically, are like yours Tna band, 
u calcutajed for your school or district by using the 
values of the background factors listed under the 
Background Factoc^ummary 



FOR lM*r»U, IN ftlADIN'Of THE 
COMMRflON 9G0RC ftftNO, |A0S« 

Of ICHOQu* LJKI YOURI, 
RANQEI i'ROM 70 71.2 

URCtNT CORRECT. 




This section of the report enables you to compare 
the distribution of your pupil scores with the state 
distribution of pupil scores The three quartile points 
{Qi. Q3 ) divide the state distribution of pupil 
scopes into four equal-size groups, or quarters The 
percentage of ypur pupils scoring in pach quarter is 
r^rmrtpd *or J^C fC'J" COrte n t 3r53J 



FOR SXAKM, 17X OF TOUR 
FUfSd.8 *A0 AO I NO 3C0REI 
35 THjRO 9UART1LS 
to *ITm 25X IN THE 



4 



4'i 



ABOVE 
C0MPAR1 
8TATE. 



/ 



Oontent Area 



Read'rg 



Wrrtten 
Expression 



Spelling 



Mathematics 



Year 



1977 78 
1978-79 
197930 
1977-78 

1978 79 
197930 

1977- 78 

1978- 79 
197930 

1977- 78 

1978- 79 
197930 



Percentage of Pupils in 

Each Quarter of the 
State Pupil Distribution 



"5* 23% 21% U% 
37% 3a% 17% 12% 
35% d7% <M % 17% 
Zi% 12*[ 19%. 
42% 27%, 19% 12% 
25% 46% 27_% 22% 
29^T?^%T3% r '3T% 
??% 26% *a%> 28% 

2d% ^6%_19% 27% 



34 c 
36c 



3?% 



31% 

2"% 



3% 




Background Factor 



K'peconom'c 



District 
Value 



Percent 
AFDC 



Percent * 
LES/N&S 
Pupils J 




1977-78 
1978 79 
1979*80 



3.6 

<U6 

0.0 



3.2 

.0.0 
0.0 



The background factor values* reported here were 
used m the calculation of your Comparison Score 
Bands for 1979 80 The Interpretive Supplement 
provides sources and definitions of the background 
factors 



FOR CXAlfHC, 'OUR ICHOOw'S 
AF0C COUNT FOR i 979»d0 *AS 
te.O PERCENT t 



v 




Number of Papi!$ Tested 



,i> ■> 





mm 



IAN djeoq 

District IAN OlEaO CHY 

School *0RTQN 
CDS 



The Percent Correct score is the percentage of 
correct responses made by your pupils on the 
test items in each content area The test scores 
are shown for your district and your school Essen 
tut information for interpreting tnese scores will 
be found »n the Interpretive Supplement 



n w**eo YOUR 8UTH 
AA&eAl CORRECTLY *v3WERE0 

11.4 *ERCE^T CF Tmc 

RfAOINO QUE1TI0N3. 



Percent £orrect 



CorTTpafiton Scor* Bands 




Content Area 



Reading 



Written 
Expression 



Spelling 





District 


School 


1977 78 

1978- 79 

1979- 80 


66.3 
67.9 
66.3 


50.3 

51.4 


1977- 78 

1978- 79 

1979- 80 


6*. 9 
63.8 

66. ^ 


50.7 
<J7.6 
" 56.8 


1977- 78 

1978- 79 

1979- 80 


65-6 
65.1 
65.? 


55.9 
52.2 

52.7 


1977- 78 

1978- 79 

1979- 80 


61.1 
60,6 
61.5 


50.0 
<J9.5 
50. 0 J 







Content Area 



Reading 



Written 
Expression 



Spelling 



Year 



1977- 78 

1978- 79 

1979- 6% 

1977- 78 

1978- 79 

1979- 80 



Comparison Score Band 
(Expressed at Percent Co'rtct) 



50.2 
53. J 

45.6 

<»a.6 

51.2 



56,0 
87,v 
60.1 

5<J,u 
55.6 

59.0 



The Comparison Score Band is a range of .numbers 
developed uniquely for your school or district against 
which your actual score can be compared The band 
represents Percent Correct scores of schools or 
districts which, statistically, ve (Ike yours Tbe band 
is calculated for your school or district by using the 
values of the baqkgrotnd factors listed under the 
Background Factor Summary 



FOR eXA*r*U t IN RCA0INQ. TnC 
COHFaRIIOn acORE'BAND, IND> 

CATIrlO TYFJ GAl PERFORMANCE 
OF ICnQGwl UJKE YOURI, 
RAN0H FROM 13,1 TO 60,1 
FfRCENT.iORRlCT. 





■ y» 

Ik 



The Perant Correct score is the percentage of 
correct respond mede by your pupils on the 
t«t items in each content area The test scores 
are shown for your district and your schcoi Essen 
tvii mformet»oo for interpreting these sco/rs vvil! 
be found m the Inttrpcrtivo Supplement 



IN., lt?9^0 YOUR MKT* 
«AW«»' CORKECTLY ANtftgRED 
4t«0 UR«NT Of THE 
RSAOtUt OUESTIOKS. 








Distrct 


School 


Reading 


1977 78 

1978 79 
1979-80 


67,9 
64.) 


53,5 

49.0 


yVrrten 
Expression 


' 1977-78 
T 978-79 
' 197930 


6% 9 

65. a 

6 6 » j 


Slit 

52*0 
53.3 


Spelling 


1977-78 
1978 79 
197950 


65.* 
65.1 
65.2 


50.6 
53.0 


Mathematics 


197/78 
1978-79 
197950 


6Ui 

01.5 


1 41.5 
«S,7 
, 52.2 



This section of the report enables you to compare 
the distribution of your pupil scores with the state 
distribution of pupil scores The three quartile points 
(Ql, Q2, Q3J divide the state distribution of pupil 
scores into four equal-size groups, or quarters The 
percentage of your pupils -scoring in each quarter is 
reported tor the four content areas 



*F0« ExA**LE, 15X OF yOUR 
PUPILS nAQ REAOIN0 sgORES' 
, ASOy! THE THIRD QUARTILE 

co*pa*eo with i3% ;n the 

STATE. <" 



Content Area 



Percentage of Pupils in \J* ^vf 

i 



Conifwnstm Score Band 




59.0 


* 


67i4 




• 


6**7 


62.0 


m 


69,2 


l».t 


m 


65.) 


58. a 


m 


61.0 


59.6 


m 


67,6 




m 


66,3 


«5.9 


m 


63*3 


60. « 


m 


67. Q 


5M 




59,6 


IT. 9 


m 


55,9 


53. S 


m 


61.6 1 



The Comparison Score Band rt a range of numbers 
developed unKjueiy for your school or dtxtrfct against 
which your actual score can be compared The band 
represents Percent Correct scores of schools or 
dfctrrcts which, stattHKalry, are Hke yours The bend 
ts> calculated for your school or district by uaiftg the 
wtues of the tfcekground ftctort listed under the 
factor Summary. 




CfiMMMIflN |Cfl« l>N0, \M* 

nMIUMBr Hlo TO it, a 



Each Quarter of the 
State Pupil Distribution 



Written 
Expression 



Spelling 



Mathematics 



1977 78 

197930 

1977- 78 

1978 79 
197930 
1977 78 

1978- 79 
J 97930 

1977- 78 

1978- 79 
197930 



ai % 3i % w % c <m . 

55% 19% II % 

3 J % a i %" I 7"% " t % s& ^ 

4S% 30^, i7% u^?:r<* 

43% 23% 13% 

Tff%mr% r*%r*7~%' 

26% 32% 33%' 9%r/. 
39% >\% 5<% 1q%- 
53%^a%lS % ; q% 
«S% 55% 21* U%- 




Background Factor 




District 
Value 



Socioeconomic 
lidex 



Percent 
AFDC, 



Percent 

LES/NES 

Pupils 




1077 79 

1978 79 

1979 30 



The background factor values reported here were 
used m the calculation of your Comparison Score 
Bands for 197930 The Interpretive Supplement 
provKies sources and definitions of the background 
factors 



FOR* EKAMJuff your SCHOOL! 
AFDC' COUNT FOR 1*19-60 rUS 
'31.1 FERtlNT , 



1977-78 
1978 79 
197930 



3.6 

«a6 
6.6 



I 



I 



%ambec of frepffc U#*j 



°- 3 J 14r> > 





: ., ' -jufc school 
' " - 'Legs 



County *AN OXEOO 
District 8AN DJgQO tXTt 

<e^nedy 



Cpftfpcrten Score Band* 



The Percent Correct score is the per cent age of 
correct- responses made by your pupils on the 
test rtems »n each content area The test scores 
are shown for your district and your school Essen 
tial information for interpreting these score* will 
be found *n the Interpretive Supplement 



IH i979.ee YJJ* SIXTw 

oamas correctly answered 
«s,7 pjrcent or THE 

RCAOINO QUESTIONS, 



Content Area 



Reading 



Written 
Expression 



1977 78 

1978- 79 

1979- 80 

1977-78 

1978 79 
197930 



District 



68,3 
67,9 
63.3 

65,9 
65.3 

06.; 



School 



sue 

3U2 

<*a.7 

51,3 

48,7 
*5.3 




v ... ?s . 



Content Area 



Reading 



Written 
Expression 



Spelling 



Mathematics 



Year 



1977 78 

1978 79 
1979-80 

-197T78" 
1978 79 
1979-80 



Comparison Score Band 
(Express^ as Percent Correct) 



54,6 - 60,6 

52.9 - 59,1 
5i,8 - 58,6 



31.1, - 
<*9.9 • 



57.9 
57. S 



1977- 78 

1978- 79 

1979- 80 



36»6 • 
55,2 - 

St. 3 • 



62,0 
61,0 
60,5 



The Comparison Score Band is a range of numbers 
developed uniquely for your school or district against 
which your actual score can be compared The band 
represents Percent Correct scores of schools or 
districts which, statistically, are like yours The band 
is calculated for your school -or drstnet by using the 
values of the background factors listed under the 
Background Factor Summary 



FOR EXA^PLCi Ifi HADING, THE 
COMPARISON dCQHE SAND, INDI- 
CATING frPICAl/WFQRMANCE ' 
OP SCHOOLS LIKE YOURS, 
RANQtl *PR0M lUS'TO je.* 
PERCENT CORRECT, 



This section of the report enables you to compart 
the distribution of your pupil scores with the state 
distribution of pupil scores The three quarble points 
(Qt< Oj. GjJ divide the state distribution of pupil 
scores into four equal size groups, or quarters The 
percentage of your Pupils scoring in each quarter is 
reported for the tout content areas 



FOR EXAMPLE, 9* Of YOUR 
PUPILS HA? *!aQIN0 SCORES 
ABOVE THE Third QUAATlLl 
COMPARED *IT* ?5* IN THE ' 
STATE. 



Content Area 



Year 



Percentage of Pupils in 

Each Quarter of the 
State Pupil Distribution 



1977-78 



Reading 



Written 
Expressio 



Spelling 



Mathematics 



,41*1 21% M*i 7%^ 

1979-80 $2% g7% ig* : 9* 

1977- 78 I m % jl % rr 

1978- 79 , U*j 

1979- 80 5 5 jjj g9 % u *, 5% l _ fl 

1977- TO^T0"3 33 *,nto % 1 1 % m*t 

1978- 79 ' fl3% iS% 

1979- 80 t A q, 3 y a.- 1 o/ifl tvk'Wi. 

1977- 78 

1978- 79 *S%! J7%' 12%] 

1979- 80 6? % 20% 16% 




tMs* lib' 




117' 



"A 




The Percent Correct score >$ the perevntagfl of 
correct responses made by your pupil* on tV 
test items in each content are* The teit scores 
are shown for your drstnet and your school Essen 
tia! information for interpreting these scores vmjII 
be found in the Interpretive Supplement 



IH 1979-60 YOUR SIXTH 
ORDERS CORRECTLY ANHERED 
SI. 1 P6RCENT OF THE 
READING QUESTION!, 



Percent < orrect 



Content Area 



Reading 



4 

Written 
Express K>n 



Spelling 



Mathema'ics 



lb? 



1977 78 

1978 79 
1979oO 

1977- 78 

1978- 79 
1979SO 

19">7 78 
1978 79 
197930 

1977 78 

1978 79 
197930 



O'S^r , c* 


Scho'> 


66,3 


52. 2 


67.9 


54 e 6 


68,5 


53.1 


45,9 


53,2 


65.3 


49,7 


bo . - 


49.7 


65*6 


35.0 


63.1 


60, T 




54. S 


6i.; 


43;6 




47.1 


6s .5 


30.2 



Uontent Aroa 



Readtfvj 



Written 
Expression 



Spell' ng 



Mathematics 



U i Sex < 



1977 78 

1978 79 
1979-80 

1977 78 

1978 79 
197930 

1977*78 
1978 79 
197930 



42.1 
55.5 

52.1 

40, 1 
53.6 

5C.2 

45. J 
56.5 

5a. 1 



49.3 
6*.l 

60,1 

47.7 
61.4 

se.e 

54.9 
63.7 
61,5 



The Comparison Score Band is a range of numbers 
developed un»ouely for your •choose* district aga.mt 
which your actual score can rxi compered The band 
represents Percent Correct vcoies of schools ot 
districts which, statistically arc I'Kt yours The band 
is calculated for your school or district by using the 
values of the background factors listed under the 
Background Factor Summary 



FOR tXArtPUt IN READING, THE 
CGMRARflON f CORE lANDr . I NO J * 
CATINft 11Pltil'n*P9**kMt 
OF aCHOOtl UlKf YfiUR*, 
RANJ15 FROM 58,1 TO $0,1 
R5*C£NT 40RRECT. 



This section of the report enables you to compare 
the distribution of your pupil scores with the state 
distribution of pupil scores The three quartile points 
(Ch Q2 Q3.) divide the state distribution of pupil 
scores into four equal s»ze groups or quarters The 
percentage of your pupils scoring in e3ch quarter is 
reported for the four content areas 



FOR EX4KFU, 8* OF yQUR 
PUPILS HAO RCA0IN0 8CQ«E8 
ABOVi THf THIRD QUARTIfcE 
C0MHRE0 n I T M 25* I N THE 
BUTE. 



14<3 



Content Area 



Reading 



Written 
Expression 



Spelling 
Mathematics 



Percentage of Pupils m 

Each Quarter of the 
State Pupjl Distribution 



1977 78 *U % 53 % J 9% 

1978 79 *3 % ij % ; J % 1 0% 
197930 26 % 25% 3% 

1977 78- 33 % 41 % l<4% 1 1 

1978 79 <-4 * 27 % 21 % 5% " ~ 
197930 % 33 % i 1 %. 10%. 

1 977 78 4 ^ % 1 3»% 1 6 % ?0 % 

1978 79 3?%i5%l9<^3l% 
197930 « T % 27 % P % 16% 

1977 78 ^ 6 % i O 1 % 

1978 79 39 % 37 % I 4 % 1 0% 
197930 ^ a % 31 % 1 0 % \t 




Background Factor 



5oCioecor>omic 
UkIpx 



Percent 
AFDC 



Percent 

LES/NES 

Pupils 



1977 78 

1978 79 

IQ7930 

1977 7 f t 

1 978 79 

1979 80 

1977 78 

1978 79 
197930 



2.16 
2.15 

15.5 
14.3 
i«.7 

3.6 
".6 



1.60 
1.16 

43.1 

33 f a 

35.6 

2.0 
0.0 



The background factor 

used in the calculation of your Comparison Score 
Bands for 1979-80 The Interpretive Supplement 
provides sources and definitions uf the hackground 
factors 



F0* £*A«Ple/ yOuR 8CHC0w'« 
AF0C COuNT (f0* 1979-80 *A8 
35 fc n PfrRCE^. 



Ml: 



Jt.-fcf furft* imtft, 



Number of PupHs Tested 




r 





The Percent Correct score »s the percentage of 
correct responses made by your pupils on the 
test items irt each content area The test scores 
are shown for your district and your school Essen 
tial information f or interpreting these scorn wilt 
be found m the Interpretive Supplement 



IV 1979*60 YO^fi SIX^H 
a*A0E«^COftR£CTfcY ANSWERED 



46,6 *ERC1NT OF THE 
READING QUESTIONS , . 



Percent Correct 



Content Area 



Reading 



Wrrtten 
Expression 



Spelling 



Mathematics' " 





District 


School 


» 1977-78 


69. i 


43.9 


1978-79 - 


67,9 


38,7 


1979*0 


68.3 


<^.6 


1977-78 


65,9 


Mi. 2 


1978-79 


65, a 


36,7 


1979*0 


66.0 




1977-78 


65*0 


5*.l 


1978-79 i 


65.1 


"5,0 


.1979*0 


65.? 


51.9 


1977-78 


6i. r 


42.1 


1978-79 , 


60.6 




1979*0 


61.5 - 


<*5.4 



Content Area 



Reading 



Written 
/Expression 



Spelling 



k 



Year 



1977-78 
1978 79 
1979*0 

1977- 78 

1978- 79 
1979*0 

1977- 78 

1978- 79 
1979*0 



Comparison Score Band 
IE xpreued as Percent Correct) 



41.3 
44.6 
43.0 



45.9 
49.6 
«8. u 



39,9 • <J«.9 
42.9 - 46.5. 
41.3 V 47.7 



46,5 ■ 5?. 7 
5o,J • 55,1 
50.7 - 55.3 



Mathematics 



1977- 78 L 

1978- 79 ' 
1979*0 



39.0 • 44,6 

41.4 - 47,6 

41.5 • 48.3 



The Comparison Score Bend is a range of numbers 
developed uniquely for your school or district against 
which your actual score can be compared The band 
represents Percent Correct scores of schools or 
districts which, statistically, are like yours The band 
is calculated for your school or district by using the 
values of the background factors listed under the 
Background Factor Summary 



FOR EXAMPLE* I" READING, THE 
COMPAftXIO* 6C0ft£ |AND# InuI- 

catin'o typical performance 

OF iCnOCuf LIKE YOURS # , 
RAHUi FROM alio TO <|6 t 4 
PERCENT CORRECT. 




> ERIC Wv^<;' 





■j the percentage of 
your pop* 1 1 'on the 



The Percent Correct • score 
correct responses mode by 
test "tems in each content area, 4 The test scores, 
are shown for your district and your school Essen 
tiaf information for interpreting these scores, will 
be found in the Interpretive Supplement 



IN 1979-50 yoo« IXXTH 
GHADCR6 COftfUCTlY AN6W£ft£D 
43,1 Pt*CtHl QP THE 
PCA0IN6 0U«ITX0N8, , 




County 3^N &UK 
School L0*CU* 



Percent Correct 



Content Area 



Reading 



Written 
Expression 



Spelling 



Mathematics 



Year 



1977 78 

1978 79 
1979-80 

197778 
1978-79 
197930 

1977- 78 

1978- 79 

1979- 80 

1977- 78 

1978- 79 

1979- 8Q 



District 



68.1 
65.3 
65.9 

65. a 

66. C 

65.6 
65.1 
65.2 

61.1 

61.5 ' 



School 



£51 V , . 



Content Area 




Comparison Score Band 
'£xpf-;s«»d is Percent Correci) 



, Mathematics 



1977- 78 

1978- 79 

1979- 80 

1977 78 

1978- 79 

1979- 80 

197^-78 

1978- 79 

1979- 80 

1977- 78 

1978- 79 

1979- 80 



«2.-6 



aa f 3 



45.1 

47,1 

50,4 



46.7 
47.7 
50.t 



••*3.7 
■ 54,5 
- 57. J 



39,7 
39.2 

<U.8 



«7a5 

46, a 

49, u 




The Comparison Score Band It a range of numbers 
developed uniquely for your school or district against 
which your actual score can be compared Yhe band 
represents Percent Correct scores of schools or 
districts which, statistically, are like yours The band 
ts calculated for. your school of district by using the 
values of the background factors listed under the 
Background Factor Summary s 



FQ8 SXAHr»WI ( IN ftlADINS* THf 
CQftPAftXtON ICORI'IAND, *INDI* 
CATiNO TVr'IC^^I^MWANCI 
OF'ICrtOOufulW VOOM, 
RANQM MOM #4,2 TO i.,2 



*3 



This section of the report eoables you to compare 
the distribution of your pupil scores with the state 
distribution of pupil scores The three quartile points 
(Qt. Q?. Q3<) divide the state distribution of pupil 
scores into four equal-sire 'groups,, or quarters The 
percentage of your pupils scoring in each quarter is 
repcte'd for the four content areas 



FQn\gXAMr»U, 3X OF YOUR • 
eUULf NAD AEA0IMQ SCORES 
A80VC THE THISD QUARTILE 
COMPARED rilTn 23* IN THE 
-•TATE.- 



Content Area 



Reading 



Written 
Expression 



\ 



Year 



1977- 78, 

1978- 79 

1979- 80 
~ 1977-78 

1978- 79 

1979- 80 



Percentage of Pupils, in 

Each Quarter of the 
State Pupil Distribution 



qd% 27^ ;7%i 
51% 3« % 2*% 

57%_i5r % I* 

69% 37% 4%f 
63%i St %"lt % 
61 % 38% 9% 



Spelling 



Mathematics 



1977- 78 35 *j~Tl %Jt^ lT% 

1978- 79 <«0 % 27% 23% 13% 

1979- 80 33 % ?9% <! $% 13% 

1977- 78 ^2"% i^%^f6% H% 

1978- 79 ' 60% 26% 12% Z%, 
'1979-80 - 3 ^% - 7 % l5 % 



8%- 
2% - 





Background Factor Year 



District 
Value 



School 
Value 



Socioeconomic 
Index , 



Percent 
AFDC 



Percent 

LES/NES 

Pupils 



1977 78 

1978- 79, 

1979- 80 

.1,977 -7& 

1978 79 
19793Q. 

1977- 78 

1978- 79 , 

1979- 80 




2.1$ 



a. is 

15*3 
14.3 
1".7 



1.36 
1.31 



0S.S 
»3.3 



The background factor values reported here were 
used in the calculation of your Comparison Score 
Bands for 1979-80 The Interpretive Supplement 
provides sources and definitions of the background 
factors 



ran exA-i^ue, you* school's 

_AFDC COtfNT fOfi 197^-80 **8' 



t3.3 



tCfMf, 



■I- 



V. 



36 TESTED 
, 8 NIB 
'64 TOTAL 



ERIC. 





^County MJkDXIOO S# 
District IAN DlCQO CITY 
SchodP lMfcA"AN \ 




154 




H 

•5, 

i 



The Percent Correct score n the percentage of 
correct response* made by your .pupils on the 
test items in each content area The test scores 
are shown for your district and your school Essen 
tial information for interpreting these scores will 
be found in the Interpretive Supplement 



IH l*79.#0 Y0U8 SIXTH 
a**oe*8 CORRICTI* adhered 
##.1 FERClNT of m 
READING QUESTIONS, 



Percent Correct 



Content Area 



Reading 



Year 



Dtsu.ct 



School 



Content Area 



Year 



Comparison Score Band' 
lExfxeued a$ Percent Co/rt^a) 



56,0 




The Comparison Score Bend U a ran§e of numbers 
developed uniquely for your school or distnct against 
which your actual score can be compered The band 
represents Percent Correct score* of schools or 
districts which, statrstically, are tfce yours. The band 
ts calculated for your school or dfetnet by using the 
Mlues of the background factors hsted under the 
Background Factor Summary , 



FOR mrt'LCt IN fUAQlNS, THf 
COHr^MIION 'ICOKf. IH$U 
CATING ttMCAl *«*F0*MANCt 
OF ICM00LI L2KI ?60Ma ' 
RANGE* FROM T5 U t 0 

PERCENT CORRECT, 



This section of the report enables you to compare 
the distribution of your pupil scores with the state 
distribution of pupil scores The three quartile points 
(Q), Qj, Q 3 .) divide the state distribution of 'pupil 
scores into four equal size groups, or quarters The 
percentage of your pupils scoring in each quarter is 
reported for the four content areas 



FOR EXAMPLE, ^x OF yOUR 
FUFIll HAO READING SCORE? 
AIOVI THE THIRD QUARTIlE 
COMPARED WITH 25X IS THE 
STATE. 



Content Area 



Read i no 



Written 
Expression 



Year 



1977- 78 

1978- 79 

1979- 80 

1977- 78 

1978- 79 

1979- 80 



Percentage of Pwpilsjin 

Each Quarter of the 
State Pupil Distribution 



0%.. 



Spelling 



1977- 78 

1978- 79 

1979- 80 



65% ^1% tC%i 

37 % 32 % 17 % U% 
57 % 21 % 17 % S% 

2$ % 24 %; 32%! 19% ; ' 
A6 % 



ERIC 





The background factor values reported here were 
used in the calculation of your Comparison Score 
8ands for 1979-80 The Interpretive Supplement 
provides sources and definitions of the background 
factors 





County 8AN 01100 
District IAN 0X100 CHY 

a 

School, VALENCIA RARK 

CDS 



The Percent "porrect score, is the percentage of 
correct responses made by your pupils on the 
test items in each content area The test scores 
are shown for your district and your school. Essen- 
tial information for interpreting these scores will 
be found in the Interpretive Suppbment. 



IN |070»00 YOU* I2XTH 
0RADCRI CORRECTLY AN0*ERED~ 
S0 t S PERCENT OF THE 
RCADXN0 QUESTIONS, 



n 

Reading 



Percent Correct 



Content Area 



Year 



District 



School 



k$ 



197778 6 8,5 

1978- 79 6 7 .0 

1979- 80 66.3 



51.9 
56.0 
56.3 



Written 
Expression 



1977- 78 6 5 . 0* 

1978- 79 , 65.6 

1979- 80 66. D 



50,6 
53. Q 

on.6 



Spelling 



1977-78 i 65.6 
1978 79 *5.1 
1979-80 6 5.2 



56, S 
60.1 
50.3 



Mathematics 



1977- 78 J 61,1 

1978- 79 6 0 .6 

1979- 80 61.5 



40.6 

51.0 
51.7 





k 't n " — * 


Comparison Score Band 


Content Area 


Year 


(Expressed *s Percent Correct) 







1977-78 


i 50.8 


■ 


57 t 2 


Reading 


197879 


; 61.7 


■ 


67.7 




1979-80 


62. a 


■ 


68, a 




1977-78 


1 18,9 


■ 


55.5 


Written . 


197879 


: 56. 4 




65.6 


Expression 


1979-80 


59.<J 




66.9 




1977-78 


! 9J.9 




50,9 


Spelling 


1978-79 


i 60,5 




66<1 




. 1979-80 


60.8 




66.2 




197*78 


j - ««.'8 




51.6 


Mathematics 


; 197879 


' 93.6 




60.a 


W \ 


1979-80 

1 


5J.9 


• 


61.1 



This eectton of the repoft.enette^.yoyjo compare 
the distribution if your pupil taxes with the. state 
dterJbutbnof pupil scores. The three quartile points 
(Of, Oj, QjJ dMde the state distribution of pupil 
score* toto four equal-size groups, or quarters. The 
percentage err your {ntp>>s suw^iy hi each quarts? '» 
reported Tor, the four content erees, - 



r« KKAM0LC# 161 or yOU* 
WJMWt HAD REA&1N0 0C0RI0 
Alii THE THIRD flUAftTtkl 



Content Are. 



Percentage of Pupils in 
Each Quarter of the 

. State Pupil Distribution 



The Comparison Score Band is a range of numbers 
developed uniquely for your school or drstnet against' 
which your .ctual score can be compared The band 
represents Percent Correct scores of schools or 
district! Whjch, statistically, are like yours. The band 
is calculated for your school or district by using the 
values of. the background factors' listed under the 
Background Factor Summary 



FOR EXAMtUE, XN READING, THE 

coMfUmoN icoRe *and# incx- 

CATIN0 TYRXCAU'MRFQRMANC! 
OF ICHOOL0 LIKE' VOQR0 # 
RANGE! FROM TO i0 h 4 

MRGlNT CORRECT. " 



The background factor vatuet reported hare were 
used in the calculation of your Comparison Score 
Bands for M 979-80. The tnfrprwthm Sufiphmmt 
provides sources and definition* of the background 

factors. ^ m <s% 





The Percent Correct score ts the paccentage of 
correct responses mad* by your pupils on the 
test items in each content area The test tfores 
are shown for your district and your school Essen 
Uat information for interpreting these scores will 
be found in the Inttrpretivt Soppimnayc 



xn im»«o YOU* SIXTH 
QflAOCM CORRECTLY a>8W£R50 
62,9 PERCENT OF Tht 
READING QUESTIONS. 



Percent Correct 



Content Area 


'Year 








/ 
f 


District 


School 




1977-78 




68,3 


63,2 


Reading 


1978-79 
197930 


*7,9 
68,3 


62,5 
*>2.* 


Wrrtten 
Expression 


1977-78 
1978*79 
1979-80 


65.6 

66,0 


61, « 
66,? 

59, c 




i 1977-78 


63,6 




Spelling 


1978 79 


65,1 






1979-80 


65.2 


57.; 




1977-78 


' M.l 




Mathematics 


. 1978-79 


60,6 


56.9 




197930 


61,5 


,60. c* 





District 3A** tXtBJ C*T 
School WC3dT£q * jn^ *^(f«TAU 



Content Area 



Reading 



Written 
Exprestion 



"Spelling 



Mathematics 



Year 



1977- 78 

1978- 79 

1979- 80 

1977- 78 

1978- 79 
197930 

1977 73 

1978 79 
197930 



Comparison Score Band 
(E x<xev*e>J as Pefvent Correct) 



63.9 * 70,9 
60,5 • 66,9 
35. « * 66,1 



1977 78 
1£78 79 
197930 



88. a 
$7.1 

61.9 
M»7 
56.6 

55*5 
52. 7 
51.3 



66.8 

.M.O 
6*. 7 

66.3 
65.7 

6«.8 

62.7 
59.7 
35,9 




The Comparison Score Band a * re not of number* 
developed untqueW jFor'you* tchOOJ or district •gsim* 
which your actuatacoie can be compered The band 
Represents PercenfN^omrt tcorts of schooh or 
^istrtas *vhich. statistically an like yours. The band 
is^etSlated for your school of dktrk* by usmg the 
valueivof the background factors listed under the 
Background Factor Summary 



fO* titbit* II READING.' TMI 
6qi*aRI$Cn ICOftf ftANOi ihH» 
Mm WtlZAL 'HMOftHANCt 
OF Hh0Jl8 uiKI YdURl, 
RA\3£8 59i6 TO H.I 

Fe^Ccnt C0AHECT. 



Thu section of the report enebles. you to compare 
the distribution of your pupil scores with the state 
distribution of pupil scores The three quartile points 
(Qt. O2. Q3.) divide the state distribution of pupil 
scores into four equal size groups, or quarters The 
n**r rp nt arvp of vnurrximU <rnr»rvj >n ozch mwrt^r i< 
reported for the four content areas 



FOR EXAMPLE, 12X OP YOUR 
PUPILS HAD PEA0IN0 $ 
ABOVE THE THIRD OUARTILE 
COMPARED nXTH 25* X» TH£ 
STATE. 



Content Area 



Reading 



Wrrtten 
Expression 



Spelling 



Year 



1977- 78 

1978- 79 
197930 
197778 
1978-79 
197930 



Percentage of Pupils in 

Each Quarter of the 
State Pupil Distribution 




tow fl#rt*w &rtw> 



197778 
1978-79 
197930 



Mathematics 



1977-78 
197879 
197930 



28% 35% 3?% 15% 
26 % 36 % 2^ % \H% 

33% 25% 12* > 
32% 22% 23*J 23% 
2«% 26% 24%r- 
?8 % 39% 20 %J3%5 
"2T%T9%T^% 
P6%' ?a%-2*% lfl% 

3Ji %_3i_% 2 l % i_ a % 
~26%T5*~% 27%' 16% 
3«%.17%, 23%j 26% 
22% 27% 31%, 20% 



\ Th 




Background Factor Year 



Oistrict 
Value 



School 
Value 



^oc oeconomic 
ndex* 



Percent 
AFOC 




1977 70 
1S78-79 
197930 



15.6 
!«.3 
U.7 



?a 4 3 

21,9 
20.5 



The background factor v«iues reported here were 
used in the calculation of yotx Comparison Score 
Bands for 1979 80 The Inierptettyt Supplement 
provides sources and definitions of the background 
factors / , 



FOR EXa^'lSi tCJR 5ChOG*»6 
AFOC CP^T FC* 1979*60 "AS 
20,5 *E*C£^T, 

4 



1 



1 





TABLE 3 i 
CALIFORNIA ASSESSMENT PROGRAM RESULTS 
SURVEY OF BASIC SKILLS: \GRADE*12 * 
DECEMBER 1976 THROUGH DECEMBER 1979 
- AVERAGE PERCENT OF ITEMS CORRECT 
% FOR MINORITY ISOLATED SCHOOLS 



SCHOOL 
NAME 



READING 



1976 1977 1978 1375" 

(7 



RITTfeN EXPRESSION 



1976 1977 1978 1979 



SPELLING 



1976 1977 1978 1979 



MATHEMATICS 



1976 1977 1978 1979 



BACKGROUND FACTORS* 



PERCENT 
MINORITY 



PE1 



PERCENT 
AFDC 



DISTRICT 



66 



65k 65 ' 65 



64< 63 



64 




"70 



69 70 



70 



70 68 



70 70 



35*7 • 3.26 



9.0 



LINCOLN 
MORSE 



49 
58 



45 
57 



50 
59 



46 
58 



48 
56 



45 
55 



45 
58* 



45 
58 



59 
64- 



60 
65 



.60 
68 



59 
66 



50 
58 



48 
59 



50* 
61 



49 

61- 



99.5 2.50 
82.1 -2.79 




♦SCHOOL BACKGROUND FACTORS: "PERCENT MINORITY'* INFORMATION WAS OBTAINED FROM SAN DIEGO CITY SCHOOLS 1 PUPIL ETHNIC CENSUS, 1979-80.. 
DATA FOR OTHER BACKGROUND FACTORS WERE OBTAINED FROM THE 1979*80 SCHOOL LEVEL REPORTS PROVIDED BY fHE CALIFORNIA ST/ttE DEPARTMENT OF 
EDUCATION VIA THE »CALI FORNJArltSSESSMENT PROGRAM. ("PEI" « PARENT EDUCATION INDEX) . •) ' 



18.5 
8.2* 



ornia I As 



X 



Report on the Survey of Bask Skill* Grade 12-1979-80 
•CW00l»imi REPORT •• fE'TCHBE* 1980 



California I Assessment Program 



Survy Scores 



The Pereent Correct score is the percentage of 
correct responses' made by your studeqts on the 
test items in each content area The test scores 
are shown for your distnc: and your school Essen 
tial information for interpreting these scores wilt 
be found in the Interpretive Supplement 



IN 1979*00 Y0U8 TWELFTH 
GB^DIRB CORRECTLY ANSWERED 
*6.4 PERCENT OP THE 
READING QUESTIONS, 



Districr SAN DIEGO CITY UNjri 
School ABRAHAM LlNCOlN 
CDS 37«66336>J7335ai 



Comparison Score Bands 



Percent Correct 



Content Area 



Year 



Content Area 



District 



School 



Comparison Score Band 
-Year (ExP^fSJed as Percent Correct) 



53, a 

59,5 
59,7 



Reading 


1977- 78 ' 

1978- 79 
T979-80 


64,9 
*5,2 
65. i 


«5.3 
50.4 

46,0 


Reading 


1977- 78 

1978- 79^ 

1979- 8Q 


50,4 
56,1 
56.5 


• 

Written 
Expression 
• 


1977- 73 

1978- 79 % 

1979- 80 * 


6?, 7 
64,2 
63.6 


45,4 
4,4,6 
*5.3 


Written 
Expression 


1977-78 
1978 79 
1979-80 


49,0 
5'J,9 
55.4 


Spelling 


1977- 78 

1978- 79 

1979- 80 


66, 3 
70, C 
69;7 


59,8 
59,5 
59. f 


Spelling 


1977 78 . 

1978- 79 

1979- 80 


60,9 
61,6 
64.5 


MathematicsO' 


1977- 78 

1978- 79 

1979- 80 


68*5 
69.9 

69. e 


4S,5 
49.9 
49.0 


Mathematics 


1977- 78 

1978- 79 

1979- 80 


50,9 
56.2 
58.9 



52,4 
59,3 
58,6 

64,1 
67,0 
67,7 

54,7 

62,7 



The Comparison Score Band is a range of numbers 
developed uniquely for your school or district against 
which your actual score can be compared The band, 
represents Percent Correct scores oi schools or 
districts which, statistically, are like, yours The band 
■ is calculated for your school or district by using the 
values of the background factors listed under the 
Background Factor Summary 



FOR EXAMPLE, IN READING, THE 
COMPARISON SCORE SAND, INDI- 
CATING TYPICAL PERFORMANCE 
OP SCHOOLS LIKE YOURS 
RANGES PROM 56,5 TO 59,7 
PERCENT CORRECT, 



Student Score Distributions 

This section of the report enables you to compare 
the distribution of your student scores with the state 
distribution of student scores The "three quartile 
points (Q t/ O2. Q3) divide the state distribution of 
student scores into four equal-size groups, or 
quarters Tne percentage of your students scoring 
in each quarter is reported for the four content areas 



P0R EXAMPLE, 6* OP YOUR 
STUDENTS HAD READING SCORES 
ABOVE THE THIRD 3UARTXLE 
COMPARED WITH 13* IN THE 
STATE, 



Content Area 



Reading 



Written 
Expression 



Spelling 



Mathematics 



Year 



1977- 78 

1978- 79 

1979- 80 
197778 

1978- 79 

1979- 80 

1977- 78 

1978- 79 

1979- 80 

1977- 78 

1978- 79 

1979- 80 



Percentage of Students in 

Each Quarter of the 
State Student Distribution 



19 x 

«7% 
58% 
53% 
56% 
53% 
H% 
38% 
36% 

it; 

91%. 



20 % 
23% 
27% 
17% 
26% 
*6% 
27% 
2«%. 
26% 
*♦% 
2*% 



14%. 7% 
17% 13% 

1 5 % 6 %' 
1 J % > 7% 
13% 5% 

16 % 5% 
25% 13% 
20% 16% 
24% 1?% 

18% •% 
13% 6% 



Background Factor Summary 

Background Factor Year 



Parent 

Education 

index 



Percen; 
AFOC 



1977-78 
1978 79 
1979-80 



1977 78 

1978- 79 

1979- 80 



District School 
Value Value 



3,36 



9.8 
8.3 

9.0 



«.«9 
2,50 



36.2 
23.2 
'8,5 



The background factor values reported here were 
used m the calculation of vOur Comparison Score 
8ands for 1979-80 The Interpretive Supplement 
provides sources and definitions of the background 
factors 



P0R EXAMPLE, YOUR SCHOOL'S 
APDC 'COUNT P0R^1979«60 HAS 
18,5 PERCENT- 



% 



Number of Students Tested [ 

167 SURVEY BOOKLETS HERE RECEIVED And' SCORED 
P0R YOUR iCHOOL, 



ERIO^frf 



j 



NOTES: 

(1) An interpretive supplement was distributed with this report. Consult it for further details. 

{2> The dSfornit Administratis Code, Trth 5, prohibits the pubHc reieese of test results unta the/" 
. statewide results of the program have been presented to the State Board of Bfacxkm (Section IflWi 



165- 



ornial As 



Report on the Survey o/ Bosk Sfcffls; Grade 12-197^-80 
•CMOOLiltVlL. RtfGRT ~ MfTtftllft 198C 



California I Assessment Program 



Survy Scores 



j 



The Percent Correct score is the percentage of 
correct responses mafde by your students on the 
test items in each content area The test scores 
are shown for your distna and your school Essen 
tiai information for interpreting these scores will 
be found m the Interpretive Supplement 



IN 1979.10 YOU* TrflUPTH 
Q*^0!R» COMtCTlY ANSWERED 
§«.« PERCENT OP THE 
RfcA0IV3 9UE8TI0V8, 



Content Area 



Reading 



Written 
Expression 



Spelling 



.Mathematics 



C bounty IAN OHIO 
; District Bina CITY UNXV1 

School SAMUEL *0R8f HUH 

cps. 37»6 6 33 6»i73 4654 / 



Comparison Score Bands 



Year 


Percent Correct 
District School 


Content Area 


Year 


Comparison Score Band 
(Expre»«j aj Pefcent Correct 

/ 


1977- 78 

1978- 79 

1979- 80 


64,9 

65.2 


56.6 

56,6 * 

58. « 


Reading 


1977-78 
4 1978-79 
1979-80 


56, a 
60,3 

60.4 


- 61,2 
• 61,9 

- 61,0 


1977- 78 

1978- 79' 

1979- 80 


64,2 
63.6 


5tt.e 

56.0 
: 57.6 


1 %Wntten 
Expression 


1977- 78 

1978- 79 

1979- 80 


56. 9 
S9.I 
59.5 


-»9 # 9 

- 62,0 

- 62,1 


1977- 78 

1978- 79 
197930 


*6d»fl 
70,0 
69.7 


**6.5 


Spellmg 


1977- 78 

1978- 79 

1979- 8Q 


65*1 
66.1 
66.6 


■ 67.7 
• 68,7 s 
- 69,2 


1977- 78 

1978- 79 

1979- 80 


63; 5 
*9.9 
69.8 


56.6 , 
61.0 

6J.JI 


Mathematics 


1977- 78 

1978- 79 

1979- 80 


60.2 
63.0 
63.5 


63*6 
- 65,6 
• 66.-7 



The Comparison Score 8a nd is a lange of numbers 
developed uniquely for your school or district against 
which yoi.r actual score can be compared The band 
represents Percent Correct scores of schools or 
districts which, statistically, are ?ike yours The band 
is calculated for your school or district by using the 
values of the background factors listed under the 
Background Factor Summary 



FOR EXAMPLE* IH MA0XN9, TH| i 
C0Mf»A*X60N SCORE BAND, XNDX* i 

tATXN8 TYPICAL REWORMaNCE 1 
OF 8CHCMM LIKE YOURS 
RANGES PRO* *0, a TO 6»,0 

^E««NT CORRECT, * , 



Student Score Distributions 

This section of the report enables you to compare 
the distribution of your student scores with the state 
distribution of student scores The three quartile 
points (Qi, Q 2 . Q3) divide the state distribution^ 
student scores into four equal size groups, or 
quarters The percentage of your students scoring , 
m each quarter is reported for the four content areas 



FOR EXAMPLE* 19* OP YOUR 
STUDENT! HAD READInQ SCORES 
AftCVE *H! THIRD 0UARTILC, 
COWP4RE0 WIT* 23X IV THE 
♦STATE, 



Background Factor Summary 



16ti 



Number of Students Tested 



Content Area 



Reading 



Written 
Expression 



Spelling 



Mathematics 



Year 



1977-78 
1978 79 
1979-60 

1977- 78 

1978- 79 

1979- 60 

1977- 78 

1978- 79 
197930 

1977- 78 

1978- 79 

1979- 60 



Percentage of Students in 

Each Quarter of the 
State Student Distribution 



34% 
31 % 
33% 
35% 
30% 
32% 
«%■ 
27% 
,26% 

*♦% 
M% 
37% 



26% 
28% 
27% 
28% 
28% 
27% 
"26% 
23% 
26% 
27% 
2*%. 
2«* 



23% 
25% 
21 % 
*4% 
29% 
23% 
24 % 
22% 
25% 
29% 
.M% 



15% 
16% 
19% 
13%- 
17% 
18%' 
20% 
28% 
21% 
U% 

**% 

17% 



404 SURVEY 500KLET8 "ERE RECEIVED A NO SCORED' 
F0* Y0UP SCHOOL'. 



ERLC 



Background Factor Year 



Parent 

Education 

Index 



Percent 
AFDC 



1977- 78 

1978- 79 

1979- 60 



1977- 78 

1978- 79 

1979- 60 



District 
Value 



3.22 
3.26 



9.8 
8.3 

9. ft 



School 
Value 



2.72 
2.79 



11.7 

M 
6.2 



The background factor values reported here were 
used in the calculation of your Comparison Score 
Bands for 197^-80 The Interpretive Supplement 
provides sources and definitions of the background 
factors 



POP EXAHPLE* YOUR SCHOOL'S 
AFDC COUNT P0R 1979- So **8 
6.2 PERCENT, _ 



.0/ 



NOTES: 

(1) An interpretive supplement was distributed with this report Consult it for further details. 

(2) The California Administrative Code, Title 5, prohibits the public release of test results until the 
statewide resultsof the program have been presented to the State Board of Education (Section 1 026). 
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TABLE 4 

DIStRICTWIDE TESTING RESULTS 
COMPREHENSIVE TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS, FORM S, LEVEL 2 
GRADE 5 - APRIL 1980 
PERCENTILE RANK OF MEDIAN PUPIL BASED ON NATIONAL NORMS 
MINORITY ISOLATED SCHOOLS . 



SCHOOL 
NAME * < 


READING 
VOCAB. 


READING 
COMPR. 


TOTAL 
READING 


SPELL ING 


LANG. 
MECH. 


" LANG. 
EXPR. % 


TOTAL 
i ANGUAnr 

Lnriu wnu l. 


MATH 


MATH 
TONTPPT^ 


MATH 
APPL 1 C . 


TOTAL 
MATH 


PERCENT 

MINORITY 
n i nui> ill 


Dl STRICT 


j j 


qq 


q7 


48 


qn 


qq 


q^ 


qq 


qQ 


q4 


5/ 




BAKER 


3! 


33 


33 


39 


39 


32 • 


34 


35 


47 


. ' 36 


34 


89.6 


BALBOA 

* 


20 


24 

• 


22 . 


25 


33 


♦ 

29 


27 


40 


32 


' ' 29 


33 


95.0 


BUR BANK A 


• 






NO G R 


A D E 5 


E N R'O L 

s 


L M E N T 






* 






I 

CHOLLAS 


18 


21 


19 


25 


32 


18 


19 


42 


34 


30 . 


38 . 


95.3 


. EMERSON 


23 


17 


18 


•21 


28 


30 0 


24 


39 


23 


24"" 


29 


98.3 


i - 

FREESE 


42 


41 


, 43 


37 


43 


45 


39 


58 


. 48 


*3 , 


51 


87.1 


FULTON 


' 39 


43 


38 


38 


36 




34 


42 


40 


33 


, 35 


76.3 


HORTON 


15 


17 


13 


17 


17 


23 


16 


25 


22 


19 * 


19 


87.8 


JOHNSON 


47 


_J53^ ' 


55 


54 


46 


56 . 


54 


59 


53 


49' 


55 


73.4 


KENNEDY 


26 


25 


27 


24 


-26 


• 33 


22 


34 , 


28 


27 


29 


98.4 


KNOX 


33 


20 


26 


31 


27 


34 


- 28 


32 


29 


33 


29 


30.1 


• LOGAN 


11 


10 


.8 


10 


17 


16 


9 


27 


24 


19 i 


21 


99.2 


LOWELL' 


19 


19 


18 


18 


♦24 


19 


' 14 


34 


TO 


25 


24 


94.1 


MEAD 








NO G R 


A D E 5 


ENROL 


L M E N T 












4 SHERMAN % 


26 


22, 


24 


23 


27 


29 


22 


45 


47 


29 


40 


94.1 


< STOCKTON 


18 


16 * 


15 


19 


19 


15 


12 


25 


25 


20 


20 


97.9 4& 


VALENCIA PARK 


38 


. 35 


. 46 


27 


32 


46 


37 


41 


^2 , 






71 .8 


WEBSTER • 


• 52 fc 


'53 


51 


46 


55 


60 


. 53 


67 


58 . 


51 


5? 


55.9 


COMBINED 


27 


26 


27 


27 


30 


31 " 
* 


27 


41 




. 31* 


34 


89.5 



*"RERCENT MINORITY" .DATA WERE OBTAINED FROM SAN DIEGO CITY SCHOOLS 1 PUPIL BTBNIC CENSUS, 1979-80. ADDITIONAL SCHOOL BACKGROUND INFORMATION MAY^SJE FOUND 
)R EACH OF THESE SCHOOLS IN EARLIER APPENDICES. * 

ERIC • . . * 
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SAN DIEGO CITY SCHOOLS 
EVALUATION SERVICES DEPARTMENT 

SCHOOL DATA SHEET 
COMPREHENSIVE TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS, LEVEL 2, FORM 

< 

GRADE 5 



SCHOOL BAKER 



NUMBER 



MEAN 

03 

MEDIAN 
OJ 



MEAN 
OJ 

OJ 



TABLE 1 

SCHOOL TEST RESULTS BASED U.PON NATIONAL NORMS 



4* 



APRIL 1 98C 



z • 

— CD 
O < 
< O 
UI o 
DC > 



41 



4.6 

5.5 
4.6 
3.5 



If 31 

47 

15' 



o 

z * 

— oe 

o o. 

< z: 

Ui o 

oc <_> 



41 



4.8 

6.2 
4.5 
3.1 



36 

56 
33 
14 



o 
z 
— 1 — 
< o 
»- < 

O UJ 



41 



4.8 

5.9 
4.7 
3.4 



34 

53 
33 
14 



CL 



41 



4.8 

6.0 
5.1 
3.5 



36 

53 
39 
21 



to 

UJ <_) 

o — 

< z 

=3 < 
O X 
Z <_> 

< UJ 



42 



4.1 

5.9 
4.6 

3.1 



32 
51 
18 



z 
o 
ui — 
o to 

< to 

=3 UI/ 

o oc 
z«o. 

< x 

_l UJ 



40 



4.2 

5.2 
4.0 
■3.4 



.34 

45 
32 
22 



< 

_l 

< o 
k- z 
o < 



40 



4.5 

5.7 
4.6 
3.3 



33 

49 
34 
16 



z 
o 



x a. 
< o 



39 



5.1 

5.9 
5.0 

4.7 



38 

55 
35 
25 



a. 

UJ 

x <_> 

K- Z 

^ s 



Z 

o 



< 
<_> 



a. 
• a. 
< 



-40 



38 



5.3 

.6.6 
5.5 
3.9 



5.0 

5.9 
4.8 
3.8 



44 

62 
47 
25 



39 

52 
36 
21 



TABLE 2 ■ 

DISTRICT. TEST RESULTS BASED UPON NATIONAL NORMS 



MEAN 


5.9 


5.9- 


6.0 


5.4 


5.2 


6.3 


5.6 


5.8. 


6.2 


5.9 


5.9 


03 


7.8 


8.5 


7.9 
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9-3 


$.5- 


8.4 


7.7 
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7.8 , 


7.4 


MEDIAN 


6.3 ' 


6.1 
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>5.7 
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6.0 


6.3 


6.4 


6.0 


6.1 


01 


4.8 


4.4 


4.8 


3.7 


3.8 


4.4 


4.3 


■5.0 


4.6 


4.4 


5.0 


MEAN 


54 


52 


54 


,44 


45 


55 


49 


"53 


56 


52 


1 

54 


03 


79 


76 


77 


73 


73 


79 


74 ' 


80 


80 


75 ' 


76 


MEDIAN 


59 


55 


57. 


48 


50 


59 


53 


59 


59 . 


54 


57 


01 


34 


32 


34 


24 
1 


28 


.36 


29 


36 . 

• 


34 . 

- Sr. 


30 


35 
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H 
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CD 
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-I* 

10 



— I- 

2C 



-I- 
30 



50 
RAW 



60 



70 



8C 



to 



I I 

110 i2t> 



SCORE S 



h , 

AN 

*EC IAN 

STANCARD OEVIATION. 



37 

55.8 
52*0 
15*0 



MEAN G.L • • • • • 5.3 

MEAN PERCLMILE.... i|Q 
MEDIAN PERCEMl IE. $ 



QUARTILE INFORMATION 



N IN 131 * 11 
X IN CI - 30 



N IN 02 = 
X IN 02 = 



14 
38 



.. IN Q3 * C7 
% IN C3 = 19 



IN C4 = 05 
IN <J4 = 14 



/ 
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5- 

♦\ * * ** 
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10 2C 30 40 50 ' 60 7C dC^f °9o"7oo" 
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SAN DIEGO CITY SCHOOLS 
EVALUATION SERVTCES DEPARTMENT 



SCHOOL. 



SCHOOL DATA-SHEET 
COMPREHENSIVE TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS, LEVEL 2, FORM S 

GRADE 5 • 
BALBOA • 



APRIL 1980 



TABLE 

SCHOOL TEST RESULTS "BASED UPON NATIONAL NORMS 













JAGE 


Z 

o 




z 

o 




Z 

o 






READING 
VOCAB. * 


z • 
— QC 


z 


(9 
Z 

_J 


UJ — 

O CO 
** ^ CO 


UI 
(9 


< 
1 — 


1 MATH 
CONCEPTS 


< 






Q Q. - 
< X 
Ui o 

CC <_) 


-O UJ 
l- oC 


_l 
UI . 

o. 

00 


— • 

O I 
Z' <-) 
< UJ 


Z> UJ 

z ex. 
< x 

-J UI 


-1 3 
< 13 
1- Z 
O < 
1- -1 


ZJ 

1- s 
< o 
X <_) 




•J 

< X 
|_ J- 


NUMBER 


106 


106 


106 


105 


105 


^ 105 


105 


106 


105 




io4 


MEAN 


4.2 


4J 


A. 2 


3.6 


4.0 


3.8 


3.9 


5.2 


4.4 


4.7 


5.1 


OJ 

MEDIAN 
Ql 


5.0 
3.9 
3.1 


5.* 
3.9 
3.0 


5.2 
4.0 
3.1 


5.3 
3.7 
2.7 


6.9 
4.2 
2.8 

«< 


5.2 
3.8 
2.8 


5.3 
4.1 
2.8 


6.7 
5.2 
4.0 


6.0 
4.4 
3.1 


i.o 
4.3 
3.4 


6.0 
5.0 
3.7 


MEAN 


2k 


27* 


25 • 


2k 


# 31 


29 


2-5 . 


4'o 


32 


34 


36 


Q3 

MEPIAN 
Ql 


38 

10 \ 


45 
24 
12 

\ ' 


22 
10 


43 
25 
10 


57 
33 
15 


45 
29 
14 


44 

27 
10 


,66 
40 
17 


53 
32 
14 


53 
29 
15 


i 

56 , 

33 

14 



TABLE 2 

DISTRICT TEST RESULTS BASED UPON NATIONAL-NORMS 



MEAN 


5.9 


5.9, 


6.0 


5.4 


5.2 


6'. 3 


5.6_ 


• 5.8 


6.2 


5.9 


5.9 


03 


7.8 


8.5 


7.9 


8.2 


♦9.3 


9.5 


8.4 


7.7 


8.2 


7.8 


7.4 


MEDIAN 


6.3 


6.1 


6.2 


5.5 


5.7 


6.8 


6.0 


6.3 


6.4 


6.0 


6:1 


Ql 


4.8 


4.4 


4.8 


3.7 


3.8 


4.4 


4.3 


5.0 


4.6' 


f 


5.0 


MEAN 


54 

4 


52 


54 


44 ■ 


45 


55 


49 


53 


\ 


52 


54 


Q3 


79 ' 


76 


77 


73 


73 


79 


74 


80 


80 v 


.75 


76 


MEDIAN 


59 


55 


57 


48 


50 


59 


53 


59 


59 


54 


57 


Ql 


34 


32 


'34 


24 


28 


36 , 


29 


36 


. 34 


30 


35 
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SCHOOL 



SAN DIEGO- CITY SCHOOLS 
EVALUATION SERVICES DEPARTMENT 
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SCHOOL DATA SHEET 
COMPREHENSIVE TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS, LEVEL 2, FORM S 

4 

GRADE 5 , 

CHOLLAS 



APRIL 1980 



\ 



NUMBER 

MEAN 

03 

MEDIAN 
Q1 

MEAN 
03 

MEDIAN 
01 



. . TABLE 1 

SCHOOL TEST RESULTS BASED UPON NATIONAL NORMS 
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v JABLE 2 
DISTRICT TEST RESULTS BASED UPON NATIONAL NORMS 
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